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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 
High Holborn, W.cC. LONDON. 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 
London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘ Tube’’ Station. A most comfortable first- 
class hotel for families and gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms, with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff; no 
charge for attendance. Best hotel garage in London. 
Telegrams : “ Firavtel, London.’’ 
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5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C., 
(with Branches throughout the Kingdom). 

SUBSCRIBED OA ame £1,050,000 | PA oped CAPITAL 


ESERVES - ° £256, 
Secretary—T. WILLIAMS. General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. 

, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS. 
BURGLARY, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, and PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY. 
in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies within 

the United Kingdom. 
No Foreign Businese undertaken. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.O. 
CPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS. 
REMOVED FROM No. 2 LINCOLN'’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Estastisaep 1858, 
Capital Stock ont £400,000 


Debenture Stock Bae po ini ail ... £33],130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full informacion can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 
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THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance 


is peculiar to this Society and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


WuHoue Lire.—WITHOUT PROFITS, 


Age Premium Age Premium | Age | Premium | 
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20 | 178%! 30 | 4116.1 40 | 4210+, 





Rate of Bonus at last three Valuations, #1 18s, % per annum 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Om. Table of Mortality. 





Duration | 10 yrs. 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. 40 yrs. 
Amount of Policy | £1,199 


£1,438 | £1,724 | £2,067 
Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


The Cause Lists. 

THE APPEAL LIST shews a further reduction on that for the 
Michaelmas sittings. There were then 214 appeals and there are 
now only 130. A year ago there were 161. The appeals from 
the Chancery Division have dropped to 25. The Chancery 
Lists have fallen from 393 at the commencement of the last sittings 
to 306 now, and there are forty-five company matters. There 
were 486 actions entered for trial in the King’s Bench Division 
up to the 3rd inst., and the Divisional List comprised 172 
matters. The Probate List was not issued in time for comment 
this week. 


The Licensing Act, 1910. 

It NATURALLY followed from the scantiness of the legis- 
lation of the past year that there was but little change in the 
statute law to take effect at the commencement of the present 
year. The only statute fixed to come into operation on the 1st of 
January, 1911, was the Licensing Act, 1910. This important 
measure of consolidation received the Royal Assent on the 3rd of 
August. It repeals the previous licensing statutes, including the 
Alehouse Act, 1828, and the Licensing Act, 1872 and 1904, and 
in general reproduces their provisions, but there has been also a 
slight change in the law. Licensing is a subject in which the suc- 
cessive statutes had introduced great confusion, and the new 
Act will introduce a very useful simplification. 


The Death of Lord Collins. 

THE RETIREMENT of Lord CoLLins bas been followed by his 
death on Tuesday. At the time of his withdrawal from the 
Lordship of Appeal we referred to his career and characteristics 
as‘a judge (54 Soricirors’ JOURNAL, 854), and we need not 
recapitulate what we then said further than to remark that he 
eminently deserved the description we gave of him as a judge 
of exceptional legal attainments and intellectual agility. We 
may perhaps take some credit for our prediction, made on his 
appointment to the High Court, that his learning and ability 
would ensure for him a distinguished career on the bench, and 
on his elevation to the Court of Appeal, that his appointment 
was one of the best that could be made, Our anticipations in 
each case were fully justified. If it must be admitted that his 
career as a member of the ultimate Court of Appeal was some- 
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what of a disappointment to his many friends and admirers, the 
cause is probably to be found in the fact that he was becoming, 
both intellectually and physically, worn out. 





The New Year’s Honours. 

Tue List of honours which appeared on Monday last con- 
tained two English legal distinctions—one for each branch of the 
profession. Mr. BrickpaLe, the Registrar of the Land 
Registry, is knighted; and whatever may be thought of the 
system he bas helped to fasten on London landowners, there 
can be but one opinion as to the energy and ability he has 


shewn in carrying it out or as to the patience, moderation, and | 
ap P 'An English Fort Chabrol, 


courtesy he has manifested in dealing alike with the victims of | 
the registry and with its critics. It remains to be seen whether 
the honour is also intended as a “consolation prize ” in view of 
the impending report of the Royal Commission. The other 
recipient of a knighthood—Dr. Aske, solicitor, of Hull—is a 
distinguished graduate of the University of London. He was 
articled to Sir James WoopHousk, the Railway Commissioner, 
and subsequently entered into partnership with him and Mr. 
FERENS, and now carries on business in partnership with the 
last-named gentleman. He unsuccessfully contested the Central 
Division of Hull in the Liberal interest at the last two general 


elections, and has, we believe, twice filled the office of Under- | 


Sheriff of Hull. 


Unrecorded Orders for Restitution of Property. 


JupGg Empen has done good service in drawing attention to 
the somewhat lax practice of the criminal courts where they 
have made an order for the restitution of stolen property. Such 
orders can be made upon conviction for larceny under section 100 
of the Larceny Act, 1861, and in addition to this jurisdiction, 
the court has power to give to an innocent purchaser compensation 
out of any money found on the thief (30 & 31 Vict. ec. 35, 
s. 2), or to condemn the latter in compensation not exceeding 
£100 under the Forfeiture Act, 1870. This jurisdiction is most 
valuable, but orders made under it ought to be recorded in the 
register of the court which makes them. At present the practice 
appears to be that no written evidence of the order is preserved, 
eo that all parties concerned have usually to rely upon the state- 
ment of the police as to the terms of any order which has been 
made. Such a practice is obviously most undesirable, since it 
leaves the prisoner and other interested persons entirely at the 
mercy of the official memory—which, even in the police force, is 
not necessarily infallible. The inconvenience of such procedure 
was well illustrated in the case before his bonour when he 
made the remarks to which we refer (an/e, p. 144). In that 
case a discharged prisoner, suing for his property, was met 
with the defence that the court had made a verbal order respect- 
ing it, and this order was proved by the evidence of a policeman 
present in court when it was made. It is obvious that if the 
order had been recorded in some register which a solicitor can 
search the action would never have been brought, and much use- 
less expense would have been saved. 


Ultra Vires Borrowing by Local Authorities. 


IN THE recent case of Rex v. Locke (ante, p. 139) the court had 
to consider a point which is of some importance to local authori- 
ties. In order to prevent indiscriminate borrowing on the part 
of municipalities and other councils which possess borrowing 
powers, these powers have to be exercised in accordance 
with stringent regulations as to repayment and the rate of | 
interest laid down by the Local Government Board, whose 
sanction is usually necessary to validate the loan. To evade 
this control, corporations have from time to time resorted to a 
variety of devices, such as obtaining an overdraft from their 
bankers in their own name or in that of their treasurer, and 
then levying a rate to pay off the overdraft and interest. This and 
other contrivances have usually been defended as “ necessary ” 
debts incurred to meet an emergency ; but since the decision 
in Altorney-General v. De Winton (1906, 2 Ch. 106) this conten- | 
tion has been definitely rejected by the courts. Nowadays, not 
only is the loan treated as void, but repayment of the money 
borrowed or payment of interest for it is ulfra vires, ard renders 


| the responsible parties liable to a surcharge. There are, how- 
| ever, reasonable limits to this doctrine, and in the recent case 
to which we have referred the court refused to see anything 
ultra vires in the mere transfer of a corporate debt from one set 
of mortgagees to another. The court, it wot ld seem, looks to 
| the substance of the transaction and ascertains whether or not 
the loan contracted is in reality one that has been already pro- 
perly authorized, or is merely a colourable attempt to get round 
the necessity of applying for borrowing powers. In the former 
case the transaction will be upheld ; in the latter case it will 
be disallowed. 


SOME HALF-DOZEN years ago, wher a French Royalist held his 
house for ten days against an investment by all the gendar. 
merie of Paris, and then happily surrendered without the necessity 
of bloodshed, we felt that a comedy of this kind was scarcely 
likely to be enacted on our own yey shores. Since then, 
alas, the Passive Resister and the Militant Suffragist have taught 
us that the old-time English love of loyality and ordered 
progress have new foes to contend with; and a deep element of 
tragedy has been added to the many recent manifestations of the 
spirit of revolt by the astounding spectacle which Tuesday wit- 
nessed at Sidney-street, Whitechapel. Within a-mile and a 
half of the Mansion House, within three miles of the Law Courts, 
and four from the House of Commons, a small band of Anar- 
chists or of burglars held a house against the police and the Scots 
Guards until most of them had perished in the burning building. 
Resistance of this kind to a properly-backed warrant for arrest is a 

henomenon in the history of English legal institutions which 
- had no precedent since the days of the great Civil War. It 
is true that the levying of a distress or the execution of a ji. ju. 
| writ is sometimes resisted by the simple method of keeping a 
house door locked; for in. neither case does the law allow a 
forcible entry to be made. Again, debtors not infrequently 
endeavour to evade the service of civil ge by staying within 
doors, but this can be easily rendered of no avail by obtaining an 
order for substituted service. And “ keeping house” to evade 
creditors is an act of bankruptcy within sections 4 and 7 of the 
Bankruptcy Act of 1883. But, curiously enough, an attempt 
was made so recently as the year 1883 to use the same dodge as 
a method of evading attachment for contempt of court. In the 
case of Harvey v. Harvey (1884, 26 Ch. D. 644) Mr. Justice 
Curry had to deal with a defendant who had been ordered by 
the court to deliver up to the plaintiff certain deeds and 
documents, but refused to do so, and upon the issue of a writ of 
attachment for the contempt concealed himself behind locked 
doors. The sheriff refused to break in the doors in order to 
effect ‘the arrest, and accordingly the plaintiff moved to commit 
him in his turn. Mr. Justice Cuitty held that the sheriff could, 
and therefore must, break into the house to enforce the committal 
orders, for the process is —— to a criminal, not a civil 
mode of execution. It seems a little curious that any doubt on 
the point should ever have existed. 


Warranty of Fitness of Goods. 


AN INTERESTING series of cases on the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
is contained in the December iesue of the Law Reports. Section 
14 excludes in general any implied warranty or condition in 
respect of goods sold as to quality or fitness for any particular 

urpose, but there are exceptions—(1) where the buyer makes 
con to the seller the particular purpose, so as to shew that 


he relies on the seller's skill or judgment, and the goods are such 
as it is in the course of the seller's business to supply ; in this 
case there is an implied condition that the goods are reasonably 
fit for the purpose ; but this exception does not apply in the case 
of an article sold “under its patent or other trade name” ; (2) 


where goods are — by ernem ste there is an implied 
condition that they shall be of merchantable quality ; and (3) an 





implied warranty or condition may be annexed by the usage 
of trade. In Bristol, &c., Carriage Co. v. Fiat Motors (Limited) (1910, 
2 K. B. 831) it was held by the Court of Appeal that “ Fiat 
omnibus” was not a trade name within the meaning of the 
proviso to exception 1, since the term only connoted particular 
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manufacturers and did not describe a definite form of machine. 
Consequently the defendants were liable under the implied 
gondition of fitness for the specified purpose for supplying a 
motor-omnibus which was too light for the hilly traffic 
of Bristol And the majority of the court also held 
that the defendant company were liable under exception 2, 
because the omnibus was not “of merchantable quality.” The 
game words were under consideration in Jackson v. Rotax Motor, 
de, Co. (1910, 2 K. B. 937), where consignments of motor-horns 
from France were in question. Some half of the motor-horns in 
later consignments arrived in a damaged state, soas to be unsaleable 
without repair, though the cost of the repair would be slight. 
The Court of Appeal held that the slightness of the cost of the 
necessary repair did not prevent the consignments from being 
“yomerchantable,” so that the purchasers were entitled to reject 
them for breach of the condition in section 14 (2), and none the 
less that they had accepted the first consignment which was of 
proper ary In the third case—/Walter v. Pratt (1910, 2 K. B. 
1003)—seed had been sold by sample as common English sainfoin, 
and had been resold in parcels by the purchaser. It came up as 
giant sainfoin, which is inferior, but the difference in the seeds 
could not be discovered by ordinary inspection. The purchaser 
settled claims made against him by the sub-purchasers, and then 
claimed against the vendor on breach either of condition or 
warranty. But under section 11 (1) (c) he had lost bis right to 
damages for breach of condition by accepting the goods, and 
though bis right of action on the warranty would have remained, 
yet the contract expressly excluded any claims founded on 
warranty. Accordingly the majority of the court held that the 

haser could not recover damages. It would seem that a 
code, however carefully drafted, may be by no means easy of 
application. 


The Labours of English and American Judges. 


THE INTELLIGENT foreigner who has learned from the perusal 
of a number of articles in the English press that the businoss 
of the Law Courts is grievously in arrear, and that there is 
pressing need for an increase in the number of judges, may have 
some difficulty in getting at the reason why these judges are 
from time to time placed by the Government upon commissions 
of inquiry into subjects which have little or no relation to their 
judicial duties, and: why also they find time to take the chair at 
charity dinners ; to lay the first stone of churches and public 
buildings, and to distribute the prizes at the more fashionable 
schools. A reference to American periodicals will inform him 
that things are different on the other side of the Atlantic. We 
there read that the new Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States has just refused to deliver an address in March 
next before the Southern Commercial Congress. The learned 
Chief Justice pointed to papers on his desk and said, “ You see 

some twenty or thirty appeals and briefs which have 
come in today. It is my work. Daring the sixteen years I 
have been on the bench of the Supreme Court I have never found 
time to deliver addresses. I remain in Washington except when | 
lam away for the summer vacation. Last night I worked till | 
one o'clock and I was at it again this morning at seven.” The 
tule that six judges shall be present at the hearing of each 





appeal prevents the Supreme Court from sitting, like the English 
Court of Appeal in two divisions, so that there is practically | 
nO prospect of any intermission in its labours. For these 
labours the highest salary is little more than that of the judge of | 
an English county court. But American lawyers have no wish | 

the present arrangements should be disturbed, believing as | 
they do that promotion to the court at Washington will always 
be readily accepted by the highest legal ability in the States. 


The Declaration of London and the Naval Prize 
Bill. 

We HAvE from time to time called attention in these 
columns to the serious changes in the law of prize and naval 
Warfare generally which are involved in the acceptance of the 
Declaration of a 
law of the land, and the dissatisfaction both of jurists and 
‘ommercial men continues to be voiced in the daily press. In 


ndon and the Naval Prize Bill as part of the | 





our issues of July 16th and 23rd and August 6th last (vol. 54, 


pp. 671, 695, 732) some letters from Professor HOLLAND that 
appeared in the 7imes were particularly noticed. Professor 
HOLLAND has again written to the Times urging afresh his 
views and his objections to both the Declaration of Londonand the 
Naval Prize Bill (7imes, December 31st). He says that “ Both 
the Prize Court Convention of 1907, and its complement the 
London Declaration of 1909, stand greatly in need of full and 
well-informed discussion before receiving the Parliamentary 
approval which ought to be a condition precedent to the ratifi- 
cation of either of them.” It is then pointed out (as in previous 
letters) that the Convention and the Declaration ought to be dis- 
entangled from the Naval Prize Bill, into which they “ have 
been incongruously thrust,” and the letter continues: ‘This 
practically non-contentious Consolidation Bill, after several 
times securing the approval of the House of Lords, has 
hitherto for several years awaited the leisure of the House 
of Commons, but was suddenly re-introduced last session, 
apparently as an unobtrusive vehicle for the new and highly 
debateable matter contained in the two above-mentioned docu- 
ments.” This “highly debateable matter” ought to be discussed 
and legislated on (if necessary) apart from the purely consolidating 
provisions of the Naval Prize Bill. One of the most serious 
objections to the establishment of tte proposed International 
Appeal Court, from the British point of view, is that several 
questions of first rate importance which were des‘gnedly left 
unsettled by the Declaration of London would have to be settled 
by the new court, and probably-—nay, almost certainly—by 
foreign jurists according to their own particular views of the 
principles of justice and equity. 


Hearing of a Criminal Case in Camera. 


THE PUNISHMENT of Incest Act, 1908, under which the 
indictment in the recent case of Aer v. Ball (ante, p. 139) 
was preferred, enacts, by section 5, that all proceedings under 
the Act are to be held in camera. The magistrate of the 
Woolwich police-court having requested the reporters during 
the hearing of a case under the Act to leave the court, some 
objection was made by a solicitor who was present, who said that 
thero had been no formal ruling in the superior court as to 
what constituted a hearing in camera. It has, of course, been a 
common practice to order women and children out of court when 
certain criminal charges are being heard, but the order as to 
adult men had neither common law nor statutory authority to 
support it, and was unenforceable by any lawful process. In 
Malan v. Young, an action for libel tried in 1889 by DENMAN, J., 
without a jury, the public, including barristers not concerned in 
the case, were excluded by order of the judge and with the 
consent of the parties. But the power of the judge was at the 
time strongly questioned. Nullity cases under the Matrimonial 
Causes Act are heard in camera, but it would seem that reporters 
are not excluded, as points of evidence arising in such cases have 
been reported in the law reports. It must be presumed that such 
reports have been published with the sanction of the court, for 
in the cise of Le Martindale (1894. 3 Ch. 193) Nortu, J., said 
that he could not conceive a clearer contempt of court than thata 

rty concerned, or any person, should proceed forthwith to make 
Sons to the world the very matter which the court had 


deliberately, in the exercise of its diseretion, decided ought not to 
be published. 


Vehicles ‘‘Used Solely for the Conveyance of 
Goods.”’ 

AN ESTEEMED correspondent, whose letter is printed elsewhere, 
offers some criticism on our note last week (un/e, p. 150) on the 
case of Strutt v. Clift (1911, 1 K. B.1). He argues that the words 
“ means and includes” ‘‘ but shall not include ” in sub-section 3 of 
section 4 of the Customs and Revenue Act, 1888, are material ; 
that the sub-section enacts that’ “ carriage means and includes 
any carriage—but shall not include a vehicle which is . : 
used solely for the conveyance of any goods or burden in the 
courre of trade or husbandry whereon the name is properly 
painted.” The prosecution had therefore only to prove that 
the defendants kept a carriage. Of that there could be no 
doubt. In order to shew exemption, the defendants, pursuant 
to section 39 (2) of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, had to 
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prove that the vehicle was used solely for the conveyance of goods, 
and not being able to do so, they were liable to be convicted. 
This argument appears to us, with much respect to our corres- 
pondent, to beg the question whether the words “ used solely” 
means “ which has never on any occasion been used ”, or whether 
they refer to something in the nature of designed and habitual 
user. Of that there was no evidence, though, as we mentioned 
in our note, user on a single occasion, if unexplained, might be 
evidence of habitual user. The decision of the Divisional Court 
was upon a case stated and upon the reasonable construction of the 
statute, and nothing seems to us to turn on the burden of proof. 
A vehicle “ used solely” for the conveyance of goods cannot be 
the subject of the taxation imposed by the Act. User ona single 
occasion without the authority of the owner does not, in our 
opinion, deprive the vehicle of the statutory exemption. 


Mr. Serjeant Arabin. 


IN THE December issue of the (Cornhill Magazine there is an 
article which contains extracts from a collection of the eccentric 
sayings of Serjeant ARABIN, who was judge of the Sheriffs’ Court 
and one of the Commissioners of the Central Criminal Court. 
This collection was made by Mr. H. B. CHURCHILL, a bar- 
rister of the Inner Temple and of the Oxford Circuit, and 


was printed in 1843 for private circulation only. Sir F. PoLiock, | 


who writes the article, refers to a copy of this work in the 
library of Lincoln’s Inn, and appears to be under the impression 
that there is no other description of Serjeant ARABIN in any 
later publication. But in Mr. Serjeant Ropinson’s Reminis- 
cences of the Bench and the Bar, published in 1889, several 
pages are devoted to Serjeant ARABIN, whom the learned 


writer describes as a thin, old, wizen-faced man, very eccentric | 


in his ideas and expressions, and more so in his logic. Several 
of the sayings quoted by the writer in the Cornhill Magazine are 
referred to, including the words spoken in sentencing a pri:oner : 
“Prisoner at the bar, if ever there was a clearer case than this 
of a man robbing his master, this case is that case.” Several 
anecdotes of the judge are also given, and the defects of his sight, 
hearing, and hand-writing are described by one who, having 
been called in 1840, probably describes what occurred under his 
own observation. 


Proposal to Abolish the French Order of 
Advocates, 

THE REMARKABLE proposition which M. Courant has laid 
before the French Chamber of Deputies—that any exclusive privi- 
lege of practising in the French courts shall be abolished, and that 
the Guild of the Society of Advocates shall cease to exist——will 
receive little attention from a nation which has always preserved 
some regard for common sense. The origin of such a scheme 
may be traced to the passion for uniformity or equality and the 
hatred for tradition which is often found in the most advanced 
sections of the Republican party. This feeling causes those who 
sympathize with M. Courant to shut their eyes to the necessity 
of making a careful inquiry into the character and qualifications 


of those who are to be entrusted with causes which involve the | 


liberty and reputation of their clients, and who are exposed at 
every turn to the temptations of treachery and fraud. One of 


the grievances of the partizans of equality in France is that French | 


advocates have their cards printed with the word “ avocat ” after 
their surname. 
beyond that of an ordinary citizen. 
solicitors, who are as proud of their vocation as any continental 
practitioner, make no mention of it on their offices or cards, but 


their example has not, we believe, been followed by the different | 


members of the profession in the colonies. 


The Murder of Police at Houndsditch, 


IT 18 a curious circumstance that a law making better pro- 


vision for the widows and children of constables who lose their | 
lives in the execution of their duty was passed little more than | 


a year before the murder of the police serjeant and his 


colleagues. By the Police Act, 1909, s. 5, a proviso is added to the | 
Police Act, 1890, enacting that where a constable loses his life | 


It is argued that this is a claim to a status | 
English barristers and | 


authority sball increase the pension to the widow to a sum 
ual to one-third of the annual pay of the constable, and the 
allowance to each child to a sum equal to one-fifteenth cf such 
| pay. This just legislation may, of course, be supplemented by 
| private benevolence. 








Deductions from Rent. 


Ir is one of the inconsistencies of the law that a tenant can 
set off against rent sums due from the landlord to himself in an 
action brought to recover the rent, but cannot, save in certain 
special cases, claim them by way of deduction from the amount 
of the rent for which he is liable to distress. The inconsistency 
'was noticed and regretted over a bundred years ago in the 
Court of King’s Bench. With regard to the principle “that 
‘a set-off cannot be pleaded to an avowry for rent,” Lord 
Kenyon, C.J., said in Sapsford v. Fletcher (4 T. R. 511) in 1792; 
“Tt is much to be lamented that it should have been so decided ; 
however, for the sake of certainty in the law, we must submit 
to those decisions till the Legislature alter the law.” The decision 
_ responsible for the rule appears to have been Absolom v. Knight 
| (Bull. N. P. 181), but in spite of this strong criticism by a judge 
who was not noted for his desire to relax the strictness of the 
| law, nothing has been done to place the matter on a satisfactory 
footing, and a tenant is still liable to distress for the whole 
‘amount of the rent, notwithstanding that he has a clear 
‘liquidated demand against the landlord in connection 
with the tenancy by which the amount really due is either 
diminished or wiped out. In regard to an unliquidated demand 
there is no right of set-off even in an action for the rent (//vigall 
v. Waters, 6 T. R. 488), and this is in accordance with the rule 
applicable to set off generally. It has been necessarily allowed, 
however, that where the lease expressly authorizes the lessee 
to make a deduction from rent—such as the cost of imp-ove- 
ments which he agrees to make—this diminishes the reut 
due under the lease, and consequently diminishes the amount 
for which the lessor can distrain: Dallman v. King (4 Bing. 
N. ©. 105) ; though it is otherwise if the lessor merely agrees to 
| allow a sum for repairs, but does not authorize the tenant to 
| deduct it from the rent: see Graham v. Tate (1813, 1 M. & 8. 
609). 
| Bat in certain cases it has been recognized that the right 
to make deductions from the rent, and so to reduce the amount 
| for which the landlord can distrain, must be allowed. As regards 
landlord’s taxes, such as income tax, land tax, and the landlord's 


share of improvement rates, this right is conferred by statute; , 


| but,’apart from statute, it exists whenever the tenant has on de- 
mand made a payment for which either the landlord or the land 
is liable, and which, in default of payment, can be enforced by 
distress on the tenant’s goods or by eviction of the tenant. As 
regards payments of rent to the superior landlord, this was 
settled by Sapsford v. Fletcher (supra); as regards payments 
generally which are recoverable by distress on the a it 
was settled by Taylor v. Zamira (6 Taunt. 524); and as regards 
eviction by Johnson v. Jones (9 A. & E. 809). All these cases 
represent a necessary allowance in favour of the tenant making 
the payment. 

To Sapsford v. Fletcher we have already referred. There the 
plaintiff was tenant to the defendant, and the defendant had 
distrained for £50 rent due at Christmas, 1790. The defendant 
held under the Duke of PorTLAND at the yearly rent of £5, of 
which four years’ arrears had become due. The plaintiff paid 
this £20 under threat of distress, and claimed that the amount 
due from him, for which he was liable to distress by the 
defendant, must be reduced accordingly, and the claim was 
allowed by the King’s Bench as obviously just. “It is incum- 
bent,” said Lord KENYON, ‘‘on a party who wishes to establish 
a point contrary to all justice and equity, to produce some 
direct authority shewing that there is an inflexible rule of law 
established in opposition to justice.” It is interesting to notice 
that there may be “an inflexible rule of law” in opposition t& 
justice, and at the time the notion was doubtless familiar 


from the effects of an injury which is not accidental, the police | in the common law courts, and often led to the suggestion 
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it is a High Court action, and to put a number, 1, 2, 3, &c., against | 


each question in the proof to denote that it belongs to the corres- 
ponding paragraph in the pleading. Then take your questions in 
the same order as the pleading, for that is presumably in its proper 
logical order. If the action is in the county court or police court, 
where there are no written statements of claim and defence, then 
make out a rough pleading of your own, properly numbered in para- 
graphs, and telling the story in chronological order. For instance, 


in a simple collision case you will have the following parts of the | 


case : the position of parties prior to the collision; the negligent 
conduct which led to it; the actual collision itself and its details ; 
the injury done ; the damages consequent thereon, and any subse- 
quent admissions or conduct of the plaintiff or defendant which 
affect the case. Take each witness through the case in that order, 
and get out of him what he knows of each. If he has to prove a 
document or produce an exhibit, let it be done in its proper place 
in this causal sequence. If he has to repeat an admissible conver- 
sation, fix that link too in its place in the chain. 

Limits of space compel us to deal more briefly with our third, 
fourth and fifth maxims. With respect to the third, it is necessary 
that an advocate should thoroughly appreciate the rules of evidence 
and be able to conform to them in practice. He should have by 
heart, thoroughly understood, the rules as to admissible forms of 
hearsay evidence, admissible statements, the relevancy of expert 
opinion, conduct, and character. He should understand the various 
modes of proving documents, and the cases in which secondary 
evidence may be given. He should never be caught napping with 
unstamped agreements. If he breaks these rules of evidence, he 
gets into conflict with his opponent, gets snubbed by the judge, and 
offends the jury by being the cause of a wrangle which is annoying 
and discomforting to everybody. Again, of course, it is absolutely 
essential that an advocate should try to understand his witnesses and 
deal with each after his kind. A nervous witness must be encouraged 
with kindly smiles and soft tones—not told in an angry, impatient 
voice to “Speak up, please!” <A rhetorical witness, who is colourin 
and exaggerating your case with imaginary details which will be aemell 
into hay by your opponent when he comes to cross-examine him 
must be repressed and forced to keep to bare details. Imprudent or 
flippant witnesses must be taught manners, or they will damn your 
case with the jury. Lastly, the advocate must try to be attractive. 
He must modulate his voice and avoid a languid, prosy, dead-alive 
style which sends half the jury into yawning fits. He must win 
their respect by the avoidance of undignified manners and gestures. 





Reviews. 
The Annual County Courts Practice. 


Tue AnxyuaL County Courts Practice, 1911. Edited by 
Wintuam Ceci, Smyry, K.C., LL.B. (Cantab.), Judge of County 
Courts, and Wiriu1aAmM James Brooks, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at- 
Law. In Two Vo_umeEs. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ;: Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 


The last year has seen no change of any importance in county 
court procedure. There was no opportunity for reintroducing the 
Lord Chancellor's County Courts Bill, and the suggestions of Lord 
Gorell’s Committee for relieving the High Court by allowing 
actions up to any amount to be brought in the county court, subject 
to the defendant's absolute right of removal to the High Court 
when over the county court limit, still remain in abeyance. Mean- 
while some rules amending the practice in certain matters of detail 
were issued in July, 1910, and these have been duly noted in the 
new edition of the Annual County Courts Practice, and a number of 
recent decisions on the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906—some of 
them, such as Yates v. South Kirkby Collieries (1910, 2 K. B. 538) on 
nervous shock, and Radcliffe v. Pacific Steam Navigation Co. (1910, 
1 K. B. 685) on the doctrine of res judicata as affecting the injured 
workman's capacity to earn wages, of general importance—have been 
incorporated. Otherwise the work remains substantially the same as 
in previous years. The first volume contains a well-arranged exposi- 
tion of the jurisdiction and practice of the county courts under the 


County Courts Act, 1888, the Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, the| 


Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, and the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, and the text of the statutes, rules and forms is given in the 
Appendix ; the second volume contains the jurisdiction and practice 
under numerous other statutes. These include the Finance Acts, 1894 
and 1896, under which appeals as to valuation, in cases not exceeding 
£10,000, may be brought in the county court ; and to these there is 
now added the Finance Act, 1910, under which appeals as to valu- 
ation of site values are, in cases not exceeding £500, to be brought 
in the first instance in the same tribunal. The two volumes form a 
valuable compendium of county court practice. 


The Yearly County Court Practice. 


Tue Yearty County Court Practice, 1911. Founpep oy 
Arcupotp’s “County Court Practice” and Pirtr-Lewn’ 
“County Court Practice.” By the late E. Prrt-Lewis, K.C, 
and Sir C. Arnotp Waiter, Chief Justice of Madras. 19)] 
Epition by His Honour Judge Woopratt, a Member of the 
Rule Committee, and E. H. Trypat ATKINSON, B.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Tue CHAPTER ON Costs AND THE PRECEDENTS OF Costs by 
Harry Coustns, Registrar of the Cardiff County Court. Iv Two 
Voitumes. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 


The first volume of this work contains the statutes and rules 
which furnish the general jurisdiction and practice of the county 
courts ; the second volume supplements it by giving the enactments 
conferring special jurisdiction, and in this volume also are inserted 
the county court forms. In each volume the editors adopt the 
method of current comment; that is, the statutes and rules are 
printed in the text, and the expository notes and the references to 
authorities follow the various sections and rules. The method has 
the advantage of giving the lawyer guidance in the readiest manner oa 
the particular provision whichgovernsthe matterin hand. Forinstance, 
under section 120, which confers the right of appeal, the whole 
subject of appeal is dealt with in considerable detail under a series 
of heads, one being devoted to the nature of the questions which 
may form the subject of an appeal, and another to the mode in which 
the right to appeal must be asserted in the county court. This 
latter division contains a very useful summary as to the effect of the 
judge’s note of the evidence, and the manner in which it is to be 
obtained. The rules of July, 1910, have been noted in their 
appropriate places, and the large number of decisions on the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906, have led to a revision, and, in part, 
a rewriting, of the chapter on that statute. Moreover, the chapter 
on Costs has been revised and partly rewritten, and a statement has 
been added as to the practice on security for costs. The chapter on 
Workmen’s Compensation also contains the Anglo-French Conven- 
tion of July, 1909, and the Order of Council giving effect to it. The 
full discussion of the jurisdiction under the County Courts 
Admiralty Jurisdiction Acts, 1868 and 1869, forms a useful and 
interesting feature of the work. The practitioner can hardly fail 
to find with readiness any information on county court practice of 
which he is in search. 


Books of the Week. 


Licensing Law.—The Law of Licensing, a ge ay Liquors, 


| Theatres, Music Halls, and Cinematographs, including the Licensing 
(Consolidation) Act, 1910, all relevant Provisions of the Finance 
| (1909-10) Act, 1910, and a Full Appendix of Statutes, Rules, and 
Forms. Fourth Edition. By Jonn Bruce Witiiamson, Esq, 
Barrister at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
| Licensing Law.—The Licensing Acts. By the late James 
Paterson, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Being the Licensing (Consolida- 
tion) Act, 1910, the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 (Part II.), and the 
| Extamt Provisions of the Licensing Acts from 1830 to 1902 ; togetlier 
with all other Relative Excise, Inland Revenue, Innkeepers and 
| Grogging Acts, with Notes ; and the Law relating to Clubs, Theatres, 
| Cinematograph Exhibitions, Music and Dancing, Racecourses, 
| Billiards, Compensation, Covenants, Contracts of Sale of Licensed 
Premises, and Rates and Taxes on Licensed Property ; and Forms. 
| By Wittiam W. Mackenzir, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Twenty-first 
| Edition. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 

Licensing Law.—The Licensing Acts: being the Licensing 
(Consolidation) Act, 1910 (10 Edw. 7 and 1 Geo. 5, c. 24), and Part 
II. of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 (10 Edw. 7, ¢. 8). Fourth 
Edition. By Grorce Ceci, Wuirevey, M.A. (Cantab.), and SipNey 
HERBERT LAMB, Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 

, Licensing Law.—The Annual Licensing Practice, 1911 ; 

| containing the Law relating to the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors and 
to Theatres, Music, Dancing, and Billiards; being the Fourth 

| Edition of Montgomery's Licensing Laws. By R. M. Montcomery, 

| M.A. (Oxon.), and H. DryspaLe Woopcock, Barristers-at-Law. 

With an Appendix of Statutes, Formsand Rules. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Extradition.—Extradition: A Treatise on the Law relating to 
| Fugitive Offenders. By Sir Francis Piccott, Kt., M.A., LL.M. 
| Chief Justice of Hong Kong. Butterworth & Co. 

Workmen’s Compensation.—Butterworths’ Workmen's 
| Compensation Cases, Vol. II1 (New Series): being a continu 
ation of “Workmen’s Compensation Cases,” Vols. I-IX, 
edited by the late R. M. Minton-Sennovse, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law ; containing ~~ of Every Case Heard in the House of 
Lords and Court of Appeal, England, and Selected Cases heard in 
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the Irish Court of Appeal and Scotch Court of Session decided 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts during the period 
October, 1909, to October, 1910. Edited by His Honour Judge 
Ruecc, K.C., and Dovutas Kyocker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. | 

Local Government.—Local Government Law and Legisla- | 
ion for 1910, containing the Statutes of the Session Annotated and 
Explained, Digest of all Cases decided in the Courts during the Year 
ended 30th of September, 1910 ; and the Circulars, Orders, and other 
Official Information relating to the Jurisdiction of Local Authorities 
issued during the Same Period. Arranged and Edited by W. H. 
Dumspay, Barrister-at- Law. Hadden, Best, & Co. 

Selden Society Publications.—Selden Society Year | 
Books of Edward II. Vol.5: The Eyre of Kent ;6 & 7 Edward 
IL. ; A.D. 1313-1314, Vol. 1. Edited for the Selden Society by the | 
late Freperic WiLtiAM MaiIrTLanp, the late Leveson Weatsans 
Vernon Harcourt and Wituiam Crappock BoLLanp, Barristers- | 
at-Law. Bernard Quaritch. 

Americen Law Review.--American Law Review.  Bi- 
monthly. November-December, 1910. Editor, Joun D. Lawson, 
LL.D. Reeves & Turner. 

Tithe Rentcharge Table.—Shaw’s Tithe Rentcharge Table 
shewing at a Glance the Yearly and Half-yearly Values of any Tithe | 
Rent charge for the Year 1911, with Tables of the Official Fees pay- | 
able on the Redemption and Merger of Tithe Rentcharge Income | 
Tax Tables, and a Summary of the Law relating to the Collection, | 
Redemption and Merger of Tithe Rentcharge. By Percy WILLIAM 
Mittarp, LL.B., F.S.S. Shaw «& Sons. 


Correspondence. 


Re External Commissionerships for the Supreme 
Court of South Africa. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—As several of the commissioners for individual South 
African Colonies have felt embarrassment as to their position owing 
to the change in the constitution, I wrote to the Registrar of the 
Supreme Court of Cape Town, and have pleasure in sending you 
herewith a copy of my letter to him and of his interesting reply. 

I think the latter will be of interest to many in the profession. 

é Percy Brasy. 

Dacre House, Arundel-street, Strand, W.C., Jan. 3. 

The following is the correspondence referred to :— 

[Copy. ] 
18th November, 1910. 

R. H. Dale, Esq., Registrar of the Supreme Court, Cape Town. 

Dear Sir,—A slight stirhas been created among the English commis- 

sioners for oaths appointed by the several South African courts. This 
has been caused by the federation of the various colonies and the conse- 
quent alteration in the style of all the courts. 
_ Some of the gentlemen who have been appointed commissioners of 
isolated colonial courts have doubted whether they are entitled to take 
affidavits to be used in the Supreme Court of the Union of South Africa, 
Cape Provincial Division, or Natal Provincial Division, &c., &c. In 
order to effectively take the oath we have to subscribe ourselves as 
Commissioners for tle Supreme Court of the Union of South Africa, 
&e., which, strictly speaking, we are not. 

Some of my colleagues and I will be extremely glad if you will let us 
have your opinion as to the proper course for us to adopt. I suggest that, 
without further expense to the commissioners, new commissions should 
be issued to all the existing commissioners. 

Then the question arises as to whether there should be one commission 
granted by the Supreme Court which may be used in any of the pro- 
vincial divisions, or whether there should be separate commissions in 
respect of each division. The matter may seriously affect individuals 
one way or the other, as some gentlemen only happen to be commis- 
sioners for one colony, and others, including myself, act for all or nearly 
all of the S. A. colonies. 

Your early reply will be much esteemed, as the present uncertain state 
of affairs is very unsatisfactory.—Yours, taitbfully, 

(Signed) 
[COPY.] 
Office of the Registrar of the Cape of Good Hope, 
Provincial ] Division of the Supreme Court of South Africa, 
Cape Town, 12th December, 1910. 

Dear Sir,—I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 18th 
ultimo in regard to the position of commissioners for oaths of the late 
Supreme Court of the Colony of the Cape of Good Hope. 

In reply, I have to inform you that on the 3ist May, 1910, the then 


PERCY BRABY. 


Un that date such persons as were commissioners of the late Supreme 
Court of Cape Colony became commissioners of the Cape of Good Hope 
Provincial Division of the Supreme Court of South Africa and their 
appointments are only valid within the jurisdiction of such Provincial 
Division. 

The Supreme Court of South Africa consists of : 

1 An Appellate Division. 

2. The “ Provincial Divisions of the Cape of Good Hope, Transvaal, 
Natal and Orange Free State. 

3. The “ Local Divisions ” in the Provinces of the Cape of Good Hope, 
Transvaal, Natal and Orange Free State, which include : 

The Eastern Districts Court and the High Court of Griqualand 
(in the Cape of Good Hope). The Witwatersrand High 
Court (in the Transvaal) and all Circuit Courts. 

In administering oaths the correct designation of a commissioner for 
the Cape of Good Hope would be “Commissioner for Ouths for the 
Supreme Court of South Africa (Cape of Good Hope Provincial 
Division).” Similarly a commissioner for the Transvaal, Natal or 
Orange River Colony (now Orange Free State) wonld sign 
“Commissioner for Oaths for the Supreme Court of South Africa 
(Transvaal or Natal or Orange Free State—Provincial Division).” 

The Rules of Court existing at the date of Union being still in force, 
each Provincial Division continues |to appoint its own commissioners, 
and until new rules haye been flamed no provision exists for the 
appointment of commissioners for the Union of South Africa. 

The question of framing rules applicable to the Superior Court in 
all the provinces is, I believe, under consideration. I propose to place 
your letter before Lord de Villiers, the Chief Justice of South Africa, 
for his consideration when such rules are being drafted. 

I annex a memorandum relative to the courts of this province which 


| was published in May last.—I am, Sir, yours faithfully, 


(Signed) R. H. DALE, Registrar. 


“Series of Transactions” within Section 73 of the 
Finance Act, 1910. 
{To the Editur of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—Enclosed herewith I send copy correspondence which has 
assed between the Secretary to the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue and myself with reference to a question of conveyancing 
arising as to the meaning of the words “ series of transactions” in 
section 73 of the Finance Act, 1910. Possibly the question may 
appear to you to be of sufficient interest to merit reference in the 
Soxictrors’ JourNAL, and if so [ have pleasure in placing the 
correspondence that has passed between the Secretary to the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue and myself on the matter for 
publication should you deem it of sufficient importance. 
Herpert Strrovop. 
Clarence-parade, Cheltenham, Jan. 3. 
The following is the correspondence referred to :— 
[CoPy.] 
Clarence-parade, Cheltenham, 20th December, 1910, 
Dear Sir,—The following point has arisen between the vender’s 
solicitors and myself, acting on behalf of the purchaser, on the meaning 
of the words “series of transagtions ” in section 73 of the Finance Act, 
1910. The circumstances are as follows: Two lots of property were 
submitted to auction on the same day. My client, Mr. P—— was 
declared the purchaser of the first lot, but the second lot was withdrawn, 
the reserved price not being reached. Some days afterwards Mr. P—— 
purchased the property comprised in the second lot by private treaty 
under a separate contract, there being two contracts, one for each 
roperty, and under entirely separate titles’ and he is entitled to, and in 
act is taking, two separate conveyances. The properties purchased are 
separated from and have no connection with each other, and at the time 
when the purchaser purchased the first property he had no idea that he 
would ultimately become the purchaser of the second, the two trans- 
actions being entirely separate and distinct. 1 beg to submit that under 
the circumstances the purchase of these two properties at separate 
times and under separate conditions does not constitute a ‘‘series of 
transactions,” and that therefore the purchaser is entitled to have the 
conveyance relating to the second purchase, which is under £500 (the 
first purchase being over £500), stamped with the old rate of duty at 
10s. per £100. name 
I should be glad to have the decision of the commissioners on the 
point inasmuch as the vendor's solicitors have deleted the usual 
certificate on the draft conveyance of the second property on the ground 
that the two transactions form “a series of transactions.” ; 
I should also be obliged by an oy se as the matters now await 
ifully, 


completion. —I am, dear Sir, yours faith é 
(Signed) HERBERT STROUD. 


To the Secretary, Commissioners of Inland Revenue, Stamps Depart- 
ment, Somerset House, W.C. 
[CoPY.] 
Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C., 
28th December, 1910. 
Sir,—The Board of Inland Revenue have had before them your 





Supreme Court of the Colony of the Cape of G Hope became a 
Provincial Division of the Supreme Court of South Africa, but no 
alteration was made in the limits of its jurisdiction. 





letter of the 20th inst. in reply to which I am directed to acquaint you 
| that they cannot advise as to the propriety of inserting the certificate 
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required by the proviso to section 73 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, 
inthe conveyance referred to. 

In the Board’s opinion this responsibility must rest with the parties 
in any given case, who, knowing all the circumstances, will bein —— 
to decide whether or not the instrument of conveyance or transfer may 
properly contain the statement which under the above proviso entitles 
such a deed to be stamped at the lower rate of duty. am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, 

(Signed) P. WILLIAMSON, Assistant Secretary. 


Vehicle Used Solely for the Conveyance of Goods 
in the Course of Trade or Husbandry—Strutt v. 
Clift. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I think your observations on Strutt v Clift under head of 
“Current Topics,” at p. 150, fail to notice the material words 
“means and includes” . . . “but shall not include” in sub- 
section 3 of section 4 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, 
That sub-section provides “‘ Carriage’ means and includes any 
carriage but shall not include a “ vehicle which is 
‘ used solely for the ecnveyance of any goods or burden in the 
course of trade or husbandry,” whereon the name is properly painted. 
All the prosecution in Stru/t v. Clift had to prove was that the 
defendant kept a carriage. Of that there could be no doubt. In 
order to shew exemption, the defendant, pursvant to section 39 (2) 
of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, had to prove that the vehicle 
was used solely for the conveyance of goods, and not being able to 
do 80, he was liable to be convicted. 

To reduce the probability ot hard cases making bad law, Parlia- 
ment has given magistrates power to dismiss cases upon finding that 
although the offence was proved, having regard to the trivial nature of 
the offence, it was inexpedient to inflict any punishment (Probation 
ot Offenders Act, 1907, s. 1), and this section is wider than section 
16 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, so that Barnard v. Barton 
(1906, 1 K. B. 357) has no application. 

The servant's inadvertent omission to have the name painted on 
the vehicle will also render the master liable: Whitrow v. Brown 
(1891, 56 J. P. 374). F. B. Dincie. 

Sheffield. 


[See observations under the head of “ Ourrent Topics.”—Eb. S../.] 





* 


." We are compelled, owing to lack of space, to hold over till 
next week letters on other subjects.—Ep. S../. 


Court of Appeal. 
DYSON +. ATTORNEY-GENERAL. No. 2. 


Practice—Action AGainst CrowN—ATToRNEY-GENERAL DereNDANT— 
Dectaratory JuDGMENT—QUESTION oF PuBLic IMPORTANCE—STRIKING 
Our STATEMENT OF CLaIM—R.S.C. XXV. 4—Frnance Act, 1910— 
Form 4 


10th Dee. 


in action may be maintained against the Attorney-General, as repre- 
senting the Crown, even though the immediate object of the auit is to 
affect the Crown's rights in favour of the plaintiffs and there is no 
relief asked for except by way of declaration. 

Ord. 25, r. 4, was not intended to take the place of a demurrer, and 


ought not to be applied to an action invo ving serious questions both of 


law and of general importance. 


Appeal from a decision of Lush, J. The plaintiff is the owner and 
occupier of a house and premises and agricultural land in the parish 
of Weeton, in the county of York. On the 9th of August last Form 4, 
dated August 4, was left on the plaintiff's premise’, requiring the 
occupier to deliver the returns to ‘‘ the appointed officer, Hugh Bate 
son, Kirby Overblow, Gannall, 8.0.,"" within thirty days from the 
date of the notice, i.e., from the 4th of August, 1910, under a penalty 
in the event of failure not exceeding £50. On the 20th of Se »tember 
last the plaintiff commenced this action against the Attorney-General, | 
and on the 15th of October delivered a statement of claim in which 
he alleged that the notice and forms delivered as aforesaid were 
illegal, unauthorized, and ultra vires the said Act, on the grounds that 
by the terms of the Finance Act, 1910, the Commissioners had no | 

ower to require the plaintiff to deliver the said forms to the said 

ugh Bateson ; the said Act requiring the return to be furnished to the | 
said commissioners, and further that the plaintiff was required under 
requisition (1.) of the said forms to supply matters which are not such | 
matters as are set forth in section 26 (2) of the said Act and which 
moreover, cannot properly be required under the said Act : and further, 
the said matter was not such as it was in the plaintiff's power to give 
within the meaning of the said Act, and that the plaintiff was not 
given the lawful time for making the said returns provided in sec 








| to objection on the ground that a merely declarato 


| which the Attorney-General, as representing the 


tion 26 (2) of the said Act, and the plaintiff claimed a declaration ;— 
** (1) That he was under no obligation to comply with the netice dated 
the 4th of August, 1910, or to furnish any of the said particulars to 
the said Hugh Bateson or at all, but was entitled to furnish any 
returns which he might be lawfully required to make under the said 
Act to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue and not to make it to the 
said Hugh Bateson, if the plaintiff so desires, and that the plaintiff was 
not under any obligation to comply with the said requisition (i.) afore. 
said.’ The Attorney-General took out a summons under ord. 25, 
r. 4, to strike out the statement of claim as disclosing no reasonable 
cause of action, and Lush, J., affirming a previous decision of the 
master, made an order in the terms of the summons. The plaintiff 
appealed. 

Tne Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fietcner Movtton and 
Farwe.t, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the application in chambers was 
made under ord. 25, r. 4, and the action relates to what is known as 
‘Form 4” under the Finance Act. It would be observed that the 
plaintiff does not seek to divest any property of the Crown or to enforce 
any pecuniary claim against the Crown. It might be sufficient to say 
that ord. 25, r. 4, was not intended to take the place of a demurrer, 
and that it ought not to be applied to an action involving serious 
investigation of ancient law and questions of general importance, and 
on this ground alone I think the plaintiff is entitled to have the action 
proceed to trial in the usual way, leaving the Attorney-General to make 
any objection he may be advised to raise by his statement of defence 
As, however, the case has been elaborately argued before us, I think 
it better that we should state our views upon the question whether the 
Attorney-General can be sued in a case like this. 1 start with this 
proposition, that the penalty which is threatened to be enforced against 
the plaintiff is one which the Attorney-General must sue for in this 
court (Inland Revenue Regulations Act, 1890, ss. 21 and 22). This 
suggests that the Attorney-General ought to be liable to an action in so 
far as he threatens to enforce a penalty based upon non-compliance 
with an unauthorized notice. It has been settled for centuries that 
in the Court of Chancery the Attorney-General might in some cases 
be sued as a defendant as representing the Crown, and that in such a 
suit relief could be given against the Crown. Pawlet v. Attorney- 
General (Hardres Reports, 645) is a very early authority on this point. 
Laragoity v. Attorney-General (2 Price, 172) is a case me Bi this matter 
was a good deal discussed. «In Deare v. Attorney-General (1 Y. & C. 
197), the Attorney-General demurred to such a bill. Lord Lyndhurst, 
at page 208, says :—‘‘ I apprehend that the Crown always appears by 
the Attorney-General in a court of justice, especially in a court of 
equity, where the interest of the Crown is threatened. Therefore a 
practice has arisen of filing a bill against the Attorney-General, or of 
making him a party to a bill, where the interest of the Crown is con 
cerned,’’ and the demurrer was overruled. But it is said that these 
authorities have no application except in cases in which the Crown 
rights are only incidentally concerned, and that where the rights of 
the Crown are the immediate and sole object of the suit the application 
must be by petition of right. See ‘‘ Mitford on Pleadings,”” page 30. 
I do not think the distinction thus suggested is supported 17 authority, 
nor do I think the distinction would avail the Attorney-General in the 
present case. The case of Hodge v. Attorney-General (3 Y. & C. Ex. 
342) is a distinct authority that the court has jurisdiction to maintain 
an action against the Attorney-General as representing the Crown, 
although the immediate and sole object of the suit is to affect the 
rights ‘of the Crown in favour of the plaintiffs. So far as I can dis- 
cover, the authority of Hodge v. Attorney-General has never been 
challenged, and I think it ought to be followed. But then it is urged 
that in the present action no relief is sought except by declaration, and 
that no such relief ought to be granted against the Crown, there being 
no precedent for any such action. The absence of any precedent does 
not trouble me. The power to make declaratory decrees was first 
granted to the Court of Chancery in 1852 by section 50 of 15 and 16 
Vict., c. 86, under which it was held that a declaratery decree could 
only be granted in cases in which there was so equitable relief which 
might be granted if the plaintiff chose to ask for it: see Rooke v. 
Lord Kensington (2 K. & J. 753). The jurisdiction is, however, now 
enlarged, for ord. 25, r. 5, says ‘‘ no action or proceeding shall be open 
judgment, or order 
is sought thereby, and the court may make binding declarations of 
right whether any consequential relief is or could be claimed or not.” 
I can see no reason why this section should not apply to an action in 

Goeen, is a party. 
The court is not bound to make a mere declaratory judgment, and in 
the exercise of its discretion will have regard to the circumstances 
of the case. I can, however, conceive many cases in which a declara- 
tory judgment may be highly convenient, and I am disposed to think, 
if all other objections are removed, this is a case to which rule 5 
might with advantage be applied. But I desire to guard myself 
against the supposition that T hola that a person who expects to be 
made defendant, and who prefers to be plaintiff, can, as a matter of 
right, attain his object by commencing an action to obtain 


| a declaration that his opponent has no good ‘cause of action 


against him. The court may well say, ‘‘ Wait until you 
are attacked and then raise your defence,’ and may dismiss 
the action with costs. This may be the result in the present 
case. That, however, is not a matter to be dealt with on an inter 
locutory application. It is pre-eminently a matter for the trial. In 
my opinion the plaintiff may assert his rights in an action against the 
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Attorney-General, and is not bound to proceed by petition of right. It 
is needless to say that I have not expressed, nor have I formed, any 
opinion as to the substance of the case alleged by the plaintiff. I have 
dealt only with the question of form. In my opinion the appeal must 
be allowed and the order discharged. 
FietcHeR Movtton and Farwe, L.JJ., also delivered judgments 
allowing the appeal.—Counsxi, Danckwerts, K.C., Cassel, KC. and 
Nielson; Sir J. Simon, 8.G., and Rowlatt. Soticrrors, Simpson, 
Thomas, & Clark, tor Simpson, Thomas, & Curtis, Leeds; Solicitors 
for Inland Revenue. 
[Reported by J. I. Stimitno, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


Rte HOYLE. ROW v. JAGG. No.2 7th Dee. 


Mortmain—Testator Domicitep In ENGLAND—Bequest TO CHARITY 
CotontaL Mortcaces—CoLtoniaL MortmMain Law—MOoveaBLes oR 
I MMOVEABLES. 

A bequest by a domiciled Englishman of mortgages of colonial land 
to a charity was held invalid, the mortgages being immoveables, and 
the lex loci which forbade such a disposition applying. 


Appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J., on a summons to vary 
the Master’s certificate. By the will of the Rev. W. J. Hoyles one- 
third of his property (after the death of his wife) was given to his 
brother, “‘to be invested by him in good securities and the annual in- 
terest arising therefrom to be yearly and every year given and paid to 
such poor and suffering persons, being members of Christ’s Church 

as he the said H. W. Hoyles shall believe to be justly 
‘ entitled to receive the same. . . .’’ The testator’s widow 
died in 1906. By an order of the 3rd of June, 1908, it was declared 
that the bequest of the one-third share created a valid charitable trust 
so far as regards such portion of the share as consisted of pure per- 
sonalty, and an inquiry was directed, and in answer to such inquiry 
the Master certified that $16,340 invested on mortgage of freehold 
properties in Canada (the value of the mortgages on the 22nd of Feb- 
ruary, 1888, the date of the testator’s death, being £3,348 7s. 3d.) was 
attributable to impure personalty. The summons sought to have it 
determined that the mortgage debts in question were pure personalty. 
The testator was domiciled in England. The mortgages in question 
were five in number, all legal mortgages of freehold land in the city of 
Toronto, Canada. Swinfen Eady, J., held that a bequest by a person 
domiciled in England of mortgages in fee of land in Ontario to a 
charity—being a disposition by will of an intereet in land in Ontario 
forbidden by the law of that Province—was invalid, and accordingly 
that the Master had arrived at the proper conclusion, and dismissed the 
summons. The Crown appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett, L.J., 

Moutton, L.J., dubitante) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—By the law of England in force at the date 
of the testator’s death a domiciled Englishman could not by will 
bequeath a mortgage of land in England for the benefit of a charity. 
By the law of Ontario in force at the same date a domiciled Canadian 
could not by will bequeath a mortgage of land in Ontario for the benefit 
of acharity. The law of England was identical with the law of Ontario 
in this respect. But it is argued that a domiciled Englishman can by 
will bequeath a mortgage of land in Ontario for the benefit of a charity. 
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Swinfen Eady, J., has declined to accept this view, and in my opinion 
his decision is right. It is contended that the validity of a testamen- 
tary disposition of moveables depends upon the law of the testator’s 
domicile, and that the Mortmain Act, 1736, is purely local, and does 
not extend to foreign land or money savouring of foreign land, and that 
an Ontario mortgage is a moveable, the debt being the principal thing 
and the security only an accessory. The terms moveable and immove- 
able are not technical terms in English law, though they are often used, 
and conveniently used, in considering questions arising between our 
law and foreign systems which differ from our law. But where the two 
systems are identical, as in the present case, I doubt whether the terms 
are appropriate. Putting aside this doubt, I think a mortgage debt 
secured by land is to be regarded, not as a moveable, but as an 
immoveable. A Scotch heritable bond hae always been treated by our 
law as immoveable, although there is a personal obligation to pay : 
Jerningham v. Herbert (4 Russ. 388); Re Fitzgerald (1904, 1 Ch. 588). 
But apart from authority, I should have arrived at the same conclusion 
from considering the nature and extent of the rights of a mortgagee of 
freehold land. If he sues on the covenant to pay he must reconvey 
the land on payment. If he has parted with the land, otherwise than 
in exercise of a power of sale, he would be restrained from suing on 
the covenant : Lockhart v. Hardy (9 Beavan, 349), Palmer v. Hendrie (27 
Beavan, 349, and 28 Beavan, 341), Kinnaird v. Trollope (39 Ch. D. 636). 
The result is that a mortgagee cannot assign the mortgage debt effec- 
tually without also transferring the security upon the land. This 
ground is sufficient for disposing of the present appeal, for it is con 
ceded that if the Ontario mortgage is to be regarded as an immoveable 
—to which the law of Ontario applies just as much as to land in 
Ontario—the lex /oci must prevail, and that the lex loci does not allow 
a mortgage to be bequeathed to a charity. The appeal must be dis- 
missed with costs. 

Fiercuer Movtton, L.J., was rather of opinion that the appeal 
should be allowed, but did not dissent formally. 

Farwett, L.J., delivered a judgment dismissing the appeal.— 
Covnsen, Sir Rufus Isaacs, A.G., and Sargant; Hon. FE. C. Maenaghten, 
K.C.. and Hecksher; Cann. Sorscrrors, Treasury Solicitor; Charles 
Sawbridge & Son. 

[Reported by J. I. Stimuing, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re NORTON. NORTON v. NORTON. Joyce, J. 
14th Nov. ; 9th and 20th Dee. 
Power or APPOINTMENT—PERPETUITIES— REMOTENESS 
oR QUALIFIED INTERESTS. 

A power was given by a testatriz to her daughter to appoint certain 
funds by deed or will among the daughter's children or issue, limited 
to take effect after the death of the survivor of the daughter and any 
husband she might marry. 

Held, that the appointment by the daughter of absolute and trans- 
missible interests was void for even though she in fact 
survived her then husband, and did not marry again. 

But (semble) qualified interests might be validly appointed by hei 
under the power. 


WILL ABSOLUTE 


remoteness, 


This was a summons taken out by the trustees of the will of Betty 
Norton for the determination (inter alia) of the question whether the 
power of appointment given by the testatrix to her daughter was capable 
of being validly exercised. The provisions of the will and the facts 
of the case are sufficiently set out in the written judgment of 

Joyce, J.—A bequest or devise is void for remoteness unless it must 
of necessity take effect within a life or lives in being at the teetator’s 
death or twenty-one years afterwards; and this is so none the less 
although the legatee or devisee be an ascertained person living at the 
testator’s death, if what is given to him be an absolute transmirsible 
interest. If, however, what is given were, for example, only a life 
interest, the bequest or devise would obviously take effect, if at all, 
within a life in being at the testator’s death : see Gray on Perpetui 
ties, ». 252, and 1 Jarman on Wills, p. 352. A bequest to an unborn 
person for life is not void for remoteness. After such a life interest 
the absolute interest may be given to a person or persons living at the 


testator’s death, or ascertained within the period allowed by the rule. 
In the present case the testatrix directed her trustees to stand pore essed 
of her residuary estate upon trust to pay one-fifth of the annual in- 


come to each of her three daughters during her life, and, after the 
death of each daughter leaving a husband her surviving, in trust to 
pay that daughter's share of the annual income unto her husband 
during his life; and after the decease of the survivor of each of the 
testatrix’s daughters and any husband with whom she nfight inter 
marry, leaving any child or children or remoter issue of such daughter 
living at the death of such survivor, the trustees were to stand 
possessed of euch daughter's share of the annual income in trust for 
euch one or more of her children or remoter issue as she should by 
deed or will appoint, and, in default of appointment, in trust for her 
and the issue then living of any child then dead, 
one) taking per stirpes, and their interest to 
Afterwards provision is expressly made for 
daughter dying without leaving issue, or leaving issue 
who all die under twenty-one. No express dieposition, however, is 
made of the corpus of a daughter's share in the event of her leaving 
issue, but no husband her surviving, except in the clause which pro 
vides for what is to be done upon the death of the survivor of a 
a daughter who marries and any husband with whom she might inter 
marry. Now, it is obvious that any daughter might take a husband 
who was not born within the testatrix’s lifetime, and the death of the 
survivor of them need not occur within the period allowed by the rule ; 
and what is given to him would or might be a bequest to an unborn 
person for life. It is unfortunate that after the words ‘‘ deceare of 
the survivor of each of the testatrix’s daughters and any husband with 
whom she might intermarry "’ the drafteman did not add ‘‘or of the 
daughter herself in the event of her leaving no husband surviving,”’ 
or words to that effect. If this had been done, and the event last 
mentioned had been the ene that happened, the succeeding limitations 
would have been unobjectionable: Monypenny v. Dering (1852, 2 
De G. M. & G. 145, 183). But it is settled that the court may not, in 
order to escape from the consequences of this rule against remoteness, 
split up the compound event so as to make a separate and express dis- 
position after the death of the daughter leaving no surviving husband 
We must take the dieposition after the death of the survivor exactly 
as we find it (Miles v. Herford, 1879, 12 Ch. D. 691; Hancock v. 
Watson, 50 W. R. 321; 1902, A. C. 14); and a limitation is void if 
expressed to take effect upon a compound event that includes two 
events, of which one may be too remote, although the other (and the 
one that actually happens) be not too remote. The disposition made by 
this will after the death of the survivor is contingent and conditional 


children then living, 
such issue (if more than 
be vested at 
the case of a 


twenty-one. 


upon there being issue of the daughter living at the eurvivor’s death, 


so that it would not necessarily be determined until that event whether 
the subsequent limitations can take effect or not. Further, the limita- 


| tion in default of appointment for another reason also appears to me 





to be bad, for it is to a class not ascertainable until the death of a 
person poseibly not born in the lifetime of the testatrix. Now, Mrs. 
Carter was one of the three daughters. She is a widow and of great 
She has appointed by deed absolute transmissible interests to her 
children. If we read this appcintment into the original will, we then 
have a limitation from and after the death of the survivor of Mrs. 
Carter and any husband she may have, leaving issue of her then living, 
to certain named persons. But a bequest of an absolute and trans- 
missible interest upon a contingency which may possibly not happen 
within the period allowed by the rule—though to named persons who 
are in existence at the death of the testator—is void for remotenees (1 


age. 
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Jarman 205). The result appears to be that the limitations by the joint 
operation of the will and the deed of appointment, after the death of 


the survivor of Mrs. Carter and any husband she may have, cannot be | 
supported. But, although, as at present advised, I think they are not | 


validly created, inasmuch as they may not take effect within a life or 
lives in being at the testatrix’s death and twenty-one years afterwards, 
I am not going to say that Mrs. Carter may not by will, or possibly 
even now by deed, make an appointment that may be perfectly good. 
What the effect would be of her appointing interests to her children 
which, by the terms of their creation, must vest and take effect (if at 
all) within the limits allowed by the rule, I am not prepared to say, and 
it would be well arguable that the interests created by such an appoint 
ment would be good. It would therefore, I think, be wrong for me to 
decide anything that might prejudice that question.—Counsex, P. F. 
Wheeler ; Owen Thompson; R. H. Hodge; J. F. W. Galbraith. Soric 
rors, Jaques & Co., for Hall, Walker, & Norton, Huddersfield ; Rollit 
& Sona, for A. BP. Lake, Wakefield; H. 8S. Holt, for Norton Carter a: 
Wade, Leeds. 
[Reported by H. F. Cuerrie, Barrister-at-Law. } 


MILCH rv. COBURN. Joyce, J. 15th, 16th, 17th, 19th, and 20th Dee. 
Lease. — Rescrssion INNOCENT MISREPRESENTATION—CONSTRUCTION— 
ABSOLUTE COVENANT OR QUALIFYING CLAUSE. 

Innocent misrepresentation by the lessor (unless he has no title at all 
or demises what ia the lessee’s already) does not invalidate an agree 

ment for a lease duly perfected by deed. 

Whittington v. Seale-Hayne (1900, 16 7. Z. R. 181) considered. 

An underlease of a house contained the following clause; ‘‘ The 
tenant shall use the said premises only for private residential purposes, 
but shall be entitled to carry on thereon a high-class boarding establish 
ment.”* 

Held, on conatruction, that the worda “ but shall be entitled to carry 
on thereon a high-class boarding establishment’ were not an absolute 


covenant for title by the underlessor, but merely a qualification of the | 


preceding words. 


The defendant was the lessee of a house in Hampstead, and his lease | 


contained a covenant not to use the premises for other than private 
residential purposes. The lessees of neighbouring houses enjoyed the 
benefit of this covenant 


entitled to carry on thereon a high-class boarding establishment.’ The 
defendant and the freeholder had consented to this user of the house, 
but none of the parties concerned (as it was found in evidence) had 
considered the possibility of restrictive covenants affecting the fee 
simple. The plaintiff, in pursuance of the agreement for the lease, 
entered and executed considerable repairs and carried on her business ; 
but in consequence of threats of proceedings by neighbouring lessees 
she was obliged to discontinue it. She brought an action against the 


defendant for rescission of the agreement, alleging that he represented | 


to her that all ‘‘ the necessary consents ’’ had been obtained, and con 
tending further that the second part of clause 7 constituted an absolute 
covenant for title. Fraud was not alleged. 

Joyce, J., after dealing with the evidence, continued : An agreement 
for a lease, duly perfected, cannot be set aside for innocent misrepre 
sentation. The case of Whittington v. Seale-Hayne (1900, 16 T. L. R. 
181) does not decide that, and in my opinion it is not law. But I 
ought to guard myself in this way: If it should turn out that the 
lessor has no title whatever, or if the lessor demises to the lessee 
only what is the lessee’s own property, the case is governed by entirely 
different considerations. The second part of the case depends on 
clause 7 of the lease, the contention being that the latter part of the 
sentence constitutes an absolute covenant by the defendant as against 
all the world—an owner with a paramount title and everyone else— 
that the plaintiff shall under this document carry on a high-class board 
ing establishment. I hold that the latter part of clause 7 is nothing 
more than a qualification on the earlier part, and means no more than 
** but this shall not prevent her from carrying on thereon a high-class 
boarding establishment.’’ In my opinion the case founded on clause 7 
fails, as well as the case founded on innocent misrepresentation as to 
consent.—CounseEL, Younger, K.C., and Maugham; Hughes, K.C., and 
Ashton Cross. Sotscrrors, Nordon & Drury; Coburn & Co. 

(Reported by MH. F. Curtrrie, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re MASTER'S SETTLEMENT. Eve, J. 2ist Dee. 


SeETTLEMENT—Forrerrure or Lire Intererst—Power or APPOINTMENT 
—~DesTInATION OF INCOME UNTIL APPOINTMENT. 

Under a marriage settlement the trust funds were settled upon the 
husband for life or until bankruptcy, and subject thereto as he should 
appoint, and in default of appointment, to the children of the marriage. 
The husband became bankrupt, and made no appointment. 

Held that until an appointment by the husband, the income during 
the residue of hia life went to the children of the marriage. ; 


This was an adjourned summons asking how, until an appointment 
by the tenant for life, the income of the settled property arising since 
his bankruptcy ought to be applied during the residue of his life. By 
a settlement of the 4th of September, 1878, made on the marriage of | 
H. H. Master and Alice his wife, certain property was settled upon 
trust for the wife for life, and after her death upon trust for H. H. John Kelsall were appointed deputy-chairmen, 





The plaintiff, who was desirous of starting | 
a boarding-house, obtained an underlease, executed as a deed, from | 
the defendant, of which clause 7 ran as follows: ‘‘ The tenant shall | 
use the said premises only for private residential purposes, but shall be | 


Master for life, or until he should become bankrupt, and subject as 
aforesaid the trustees were to stand possessed of the property, and the 
income thereof, in trust for the children or issue of the marriage as the 
spouses should by deed jointly appoint, or as the survivor should by 
deed or will appoint, and in default of appointment for all the children 


| of the marriage who, being sons, should attain twenty-one, or, being 


daughters, should attain that age or marry, in equal shares. The wife 
died in February, 1905, and in August, 1906, the husband, who left the 
courtry many years ago, and is now in Australia, was adjudicated 
bankrupt. There were three children of the marriage, all of whom 
attained twenty-one, one of whom married and had issue. No appoint 
ment was executed under the powers of the settlement, but it was not 
disputed that the husband’s power of appointment was still subsisting, 
notwithstanding the cesser of his life interest. 

Eve, J.—This summons raises a question on which there would 
appear to be no direct authority. It may be shortly stated as follows : 
How, in the absence of any express provision for its application, ought 
the income of a trust fund to be dealt with after the cesser of a life 
interest and pending the exercise of a subsisting power of appoint- 
ment of the trust fund and income? The same question arose in 
very similar circumstances in the cases of Haswell v. Haswell (2 D. F. 
& J. 456) and Re Aylwin’s Trusts (L. R. 16 Eq. 585). In the former 
case the difficulty was disposed of by the construction put upon the 
settlement, but in the course of the argument the Lord Chancellor 
Campbell observed : “‘ The difficulty is that it is impossible to say 
what is to be done with the fund in the interval between the death 
of the wife and an appointment by the surviving husband.’’ In the 
case of Re Aylwin’s Trusts, where a fund in court represented rents 
accrued between the date of the cesser of the life interest and the 
hearing of the petition, Wickens, V.C., stated that the fund was legally 
in the same position as if then in the trustees’ hands, and was still 
subject to the power, and he directed that the donor of the power 
might either exercise the power or decline to do so, in which latter 
case the fund was to go as in default of appointment. In the present 
case the children of the marriage claim to have the income distributed 
amongst them. On behalf of the remoter issue it is argued that it 
ought to be accumulated. In determining which of these two conten 
tions ought to prevail, I hope I am not attempting what the Lord 
Chancellor said was impossible, still more that I am not appearing to 
rush in where he and others of greater learning and wider experience 
have not seen fit to tread. In my opinion, the argument on behalf of 
the children ought to prevail. Their interests in the settled fund are 
vested interests, subject to being divested by the exercise of the power 
(Doe v. Martin, 4 T. R. 39, and Lambert v. Thwaites, L. R. 2 Eq. 
151), and although the existence of the power necessarily precludes the 
immediate division of the capital, I cannot see any principle on which 
the sume result should follow in the case of the current income. Until 
the right to receive this is intercepted by the donee of the power, | 
think the trustees are bound to pay it to those in whom the capital by 
which it is produced is for the time being vested. To read into the 
settlement a trust to accumulate is in my opinion impossible, and the 
only alternative is distribution amongst those entitled to the corpus 
until and unless they are superseded by the exercise of the power. I 
think the case of Coleman v. Seymour (1 Ves. sen. 210) is an authority 
supporting the view I take. There a sum of money was bequeathed 
to Jane Coleman “ for the use of her younger children, to be by her 
distributed among them in such manner and proportions as she shall 
thin’ fit,’’ and if no appointment was made by her then equally to be 
divided among the younger children. Questions having arisen as to 
when the class of younger children was to be ascertained, and who 
were ingluded in the class, the action was brought to determine these 
questions, and incidentally the further question was raised as to what 
was to be done with the interest on the legacy pending the exercise by 
Jane Coleman of her power of appointment. Lord Eldon disposes of 
this last question in these terms: ‘‘ This being a present legacy and 
vested the interest shall not accumulate, but go in the meantime among 
those entitled to the principal for maintenance till the mother executes 
the appointment, which she may still do in a reasonable proportion.” 
As I say, I think that decision supports the opinion at which I have 
arrived, and if I am right in holding that the children of the marriage 
are indefeasibly entitled to the accruing income until an appointment 
is made, I do not see how any difficulty arises under the hotchpot 
clause. The subject matter for appointment is the corpus, and the 
income accruing from the date of the appointment. I therefore hold 
that the income to which the summons refers is distributable in equal 
shares amongst the children of the marriage, and I direct the costs of 
all parties to be taxed as between solicitor and client, and paid and 
retained out of the capital, subject to the trusts of the settlement. 


| Counset, Nesbitt; Broughton; Milne. Soricrrors, Master, Hus ey, a 
| Master, for Rackham & Sayer, Norwich. 


[Reported by S. E. Wittiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





At a meeting of the magistrates held before the opening of the 


| Surrey Quarter Sessions at Kingston, on Tuesday, says the J'imes, a 
| letter from Mr. G. Cave, K.C., M.P., was read resigning the chai 
| manship (which he has held for seventeen years) becauee the pressure 


of his professional and Parliamentary duties made it increasingly 
difficult to give full attention to the work of the court and its com 
mittees. On the motion of the Lord Lieutenant, Mr. Cave was thanked 
for his long ‘and faithful services to the county. Sir W. Vincent was 
unanimously appointed to succeed him, and Sir C. G, Walpole and Mi 
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~ Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Students’ Social Union. 


The above society held another of their periodical house dinners on Satur- 


day last, the 31st ult., at the headquarters of the Union—viz., the New 


- Imperial Club, 3, York-street, St. James’s-square. The guest of the 


evening was the chairman, Mr. Charles King, and among those present 
were Messrs. F. 8S. Boxall, W. Weiss, W. 8. Jones, H. W. Renshaw, 


C. F. King, and 8. A. Copp. In the course of his speech the chairman | 
expressed his sympathy with the movement, and assured those present | 
of his cordial support. The third examination dinner and smoking con- | 


cert will take place on the 20th inst., at Simpson’s Restaurant, Strand. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


PiymovutH, STONEHOUSE, AND Devonport Law Srvcpents’ Socrery. 
Dec. 29.—The president, Mr. R. J. Fittall (Town Clerk, Devonport), in 
the chair.—The subject for discussion was : ‘‘ That the case of Yonge v. 
Toynbee (1910, 1 K. B. 215) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. Cedric H. 


Akaster opened the debate, and was supported by Mr. H. J. Howland; | 


Mr. Cyril J. Geldard, contending that the decision was right, was sup 
ported by Mr. J. Woolland. Mr. 8S. Leighton Heard also spoke. Mr. 
Akaster having replied, the chairman summed up and put the motion 
to the meeting, when the motion was carried by one vote. 








Obituary. 


Mr. J. Scratton. 


On Tuesday, the 27th of December, there passed away at the ripe 


old age of ninety-one Mr. John Scratton, of Cobham, the oldest solicitor 


in Kent, and probably the oldest name in the Law List. He was one 
of the large family of the late Mr. Daniel Scratton, J.P., of ‘‘ Penenden,”’ 
Penenden Heath, Maidstone. One of his fellow students in the law 
at Maidstone was the late Sir John Hollams, with whom he always 
remained on friendly terms. He afterwards purchased the practice of 
a solicitor at Tenterden, formerly carried on by the late Mr. Water 
man. After a long and useful career at Tenterden he retired from 
business, and for the last thirty years of his life resided at Sole-street 
House, Cobham. He took an active part in local affairs, being for 


eighteen years vice-chairman of the Strood Board of Guardians and 


District Council, being also a parish councillor and for many years 
chairman of a Conservative association. Kindly, genial, unaseuming, a 
Churchman and a strong Conservative, he was much beloved by neigh 
bours and friends. He had entered the Kent Law Society as long ago 
as the year 1843, and was a regular attendant at the meetings of that 
society until a few years ago, while such was his vigorous vitality that, 
even as late as last summer, he could be seen riding his tricycle about 
the lanes of Cobham. Mr. Scratton leaves three sons and one daughter. 








Legal News. 
Appointments. 


Mr. Frepertck Betrrerp, barrister-at-law (Attorney-General), has 
been appointed a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the Straits 
Settlements. 

Mr. Tuomas pe Mutton Lee Brappett, barrister-at-law (Puisne 
Judge), has been appointed Attorney-General of the Straits Settlemente. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Messrs. Robinson, Stannard, & Bosanquet, of Eastcheap-buildings, 19, 
Eastcheap, London, solicitors, will, on and after the Ist of January, 
1911, practise in the firm name of Stannarp & Bosanquet. There will 
be no alteration in the membership of the firm. 


Admissions. 


Messrs. Hubbard, Son, & Eve, of 110, Cannon-street, E.C., solicitors, 
have admitted Mr. Wiu1am Eve into partnership. The name of the 
firm will remain as heretofore. 

Messrs. Janson, Cobb, Pearson, & Co., solicitors, of 22, College-hill, 
E.C., have taken into partnership Mr. Harotp Fettows Pearson, as 
from the Ist instant, and the style of the firm will remain as before. 


Dissolutions. 


Henry Cuanpos Bryant and James HALt, solicitors (Bryant & Hall), 
6, John-street, Bedford-row, London. Dec. 31. 

Epwarp Power Birsroves, WittiAM Levers PLaskitt, Enwarp 
Foss, and ARCHIBALD Festinc Bryant, solicitors (Foss, Bilbrough, 
Plaskitt. Foss. & Bryant), 5, Fenchurch-street, London. Nov. 50 
The said Edward Power Bilbrough, William Levers Plaskitt, and 
Edward Fose will continue to carry on the business at the same address 


under the style of Foss, Bilbrough, Plaskitt, & Foss, 


| 
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“MORE FOR THE SAME MONEY” 
describes in a sentence the IMPROVED ANNUITY 
RATES now offered by THE CENTURY. 
EXAMPLE: 


A Male Life, aged 60, can for £1,000 buy A LIFE 
INCOME of . . : . . - - £90 18 4 


The average of British Life Offices is - . : 87 17 6 
£3 O 10 


’ 


Difference in favour of CENTURY 





Full Prospectus on application 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LTD, 
| EDINBURGH (Head Office): 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE. 


Agency applications invited, 





Ricuarp ALexaNDER RorHerHaM and Rosert JAMES MAXWELL 
| SAWERs, solicitors (Woodcock & Co.), Coventry. Jan. 1. 
[Gazette, Jan, 3. 


General. 


The death is announced of Mr. J. Howard Colle, the defendant in 
the great case of The Home and Colonial Stores vy. Colls. For his 
services in that case his portrait was presented to him by members of 
the building and other trades, 


It appears from Kemp's Mercantile Gazette that the record of 9,054 
official failures for the whole of the United Kingdom is the lowest 
recorded for the past twenty-three years. These failures are split into 
bankruptcies and deeds of arrangement, and, compared with 1909, the 
former, with a total of 3,908, showed a decline of 150, and the latter, 
with a total of 3,568, gave a decrease of 158. 


The first of the short vacation course of public lectures by Mr. E. 
J. Naldrett on *‘ The Laying Out of a Building Estate '’ was delivered 
on Tuesday, at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane. Sir Homewood 
Crawford, City Solicitor, occupied the chair. The remaining lectures 
of the course will be delivered on Thursday, the 5th, Tuesday, the 10th, 
and Thursday, the 12th inst., at the same hour and place. 


Another election petition was lodged this week againet the return of 
Sir Henry Seymour King for Central Hull—bringing the total number 
of petitions filed up to ten. The nine petitions previously presented 
are for Chippenham, Mile End, East Nottingham, West St. Pancras, 
West Bromwich, Gloucester, Exeter, King’s Lynn, and North Louth 

| The election judges are Mr. Justice Ridley, Mr. Justice Channell, and 
Mr. Justice Bucknill 


The records of the Court of Se®sion, saye the Time 
increase in the number of divorce causes heard during the year 1910, as 
compared with the years 1908 and 1909. The cases heard during the 
year now closed amounted to 224, as compared with 200 in 1908 and 196 
in 1909. The districts contribwting mainly to this total were : Glasgow 
62, Edinburgh 36, Aberdeen 7, Dundee 5, Leith 5, Paisley 3, and Fife 
18. Of the 224 caees referred to the complaining wives were in the 
majority, 133 petitioning for relief, while only 91 huebands initiated 
proceedings ; 52 wives complained of infidelity, and 81 sought relief on 
the ground of desertion. The husbands, on the other hand, who sought 
dissolutions on the grounds of infidelity were 64, while only 27 com 


*, show a decided 


plained of desertion. 

Mr. Robert George Seton, Recorder of Devizes, in charging the 
Grand Jury at the borough quarter sessions, on Monday, says the 
Evening Standard, referred to the large amount and the eerious nature 
of crimes committed by aliens in this country. When he had to deal 
with such cases, he said, he always ordered a very short sentence and 
deportation. He was told on good authority, however, that the aliens 
came back again in about six weeks. It was very disheartening to the 
nolice and to those who had to adminieter justice, and it was very hard 
on the ratepayers of any district that they should have to pay for the 
deportation of those aliens. The proper administration of the Aliens 
Act was a very serious and responeible matter. 

Most persons not in the legal profession learn sooner or later, says 
the Central Law Journal, that there are ‘“‘ rules of evidence’’ which 
make it possible for court proceedings to be blocked for considerable 
periods of time. Exactly what these rules are few laymen know. The 
following is an instance, said to be authentic, of the humour of 4 
situation brought about by these conditions : ‘“‘I understand that you 
called on the plaintiff. Is that so?’’ ‘‘ Yes,’’ replied the witness. 
‘“What did he say’*’ The attorney for the defence jumped to his 
feet and objected that the conversation could not be admitted. A half 
hour’s argument followed. The judges retired to their private room 
to consider the point. Some time after they filed into the courtroom 
and announced that the question might be put. ‘ Well, what did the 
plaintiff say?’’ ‘* He weren't at home, eir?’’ came the answer, 
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A further operation was, says the 7'imes, performed on Mr. A. H. 
Jessel, K.C., on Friday last. Neither this nor the former operation 
was of a serious character, and it is expected that Mr. Jessel will be 
completely restored to health by the middle of January. 


On attaining the age of seventy-eight years, Mr. Henry Philip Mann 
has, says the 7'imes, resigned the appointment of Town Clerk of Chat 
ham, an office which he has held since 1890. Mr. Mann, who was 
admitted in 1858, is one of the oldest solicitors practising in Kent, and 
is still hale and strong. 


According to a writer in the Evening Standard, the grant of Lette: 
Patent to the dignity of a baronet costs £100, payable to the Board of 
Inland Revenue. For a privy councillorship and a knighthood the fee 
is £30. The recipients of all other honours have likewise to pay £30 
The following table gives the proceeds of the New’ Year's honours 
list 


9 Baronets at £100 £900 

5 Privy Councillors at £30 150 

25 Knighthoodse at £30 750 

18 Colonial List Honours at £30 540 

14 South African Honours at £30 420 

16 Indian Honours at £30 480 

£3,240 
As chairman of the Worcestershire Quarter Seesions, held on Monday, 
Mr. Willis-Bund, says the 7'imes, brought under notice the circular 


letter recently issued by the Home Secretary relating to the number of 
persons who go to prison for the non-payment of small fines and costs 
imposed for comparatively trivial offencee. Mr. Willis-Bund said that 
if, acting upon the terms of the circular, justices were to remit a large 
amount of costs, the salaries of justices’ clerks would have to be made 
up out of the rates. If some defendants were ordered to pay only 
part of the costs in cases decided against them and they could not pay, 
what were the justices to do? If the circular were to be carried out 
it meant that such defendants should be imprisoned for one day or be 
discharged. That might be popular, but it would be making a mockery 
of the courts and of the power of punishment to allow such a state of 
affairs to prevail. The circular ought to have been further considered, 
together with the question how the coets of proceedings were to be 
borne. It would be a very great reform if the scale of court fees were 
thoroughly revised ; but to require that the ratepayers should pay part 
of the costs was to introduce a novel principle, which he hoped would 
not be carried into effect. 


We are informed by Mr. P. W. Millard, LL.B., the editor of 
Shaw's Tithe Rentcharge Tables, that, calculated in accordance with 
the septennial average corn prices for 1904-10, which are published by 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries in the London Gazette, the 
amount payable for 1911 in respect of each £100 of tithe rentcharge 
will be £71 4s. 13d. This value is 1.17 per cent. more than that for 
last year, and js the highest recorded for any year since 1896. Three 
quarters of a century have now elapsed since statutory provision was 
made for the commutation of the tithes of England and Wales into 
tithe rentcharge, varying in value from year to year, according to the 
average prices of corn for the seven years ended the next preceding 
Christmas. For the first half-century of this period the annual varia 
tions were on the whole favourable to the receiver of the tithe rent 
charge, but during the past quarter-century they have greatly favoured 
the payer of the charge. In thirty-one out of the fifty years (1837 
1886) the value of tithe rentcharge exceeded par, whereas in each of 
the twenty-five years since 1886 it has been below par. The average 
worth of each £100 of tithe rentcharge for the half-century ended 1886 
was £102 lle. 93d., as compared with only £72 9s. 34d. for the twenty 
five years 1887-1911, the corresponding average for the whole period of 
seventy-five years being £92 10s. 114d 


A correspondent draws attention to the following form of advertise 
ment by the Public Trustee, which, together with his portrait, appears 
in a periodical called Home Chat: “‘‘ Who is the Public Trustee, and 
what does he do?’ a lot of people still ask. Well, his name is Charles 
James Stewart, and he is an official who has been invented for the 
benefit of people who wish to leave their property or savings in the 
hands of someone who is both able to administer them wisely and is 
to be trusted to do so conscientiously. Suppose a man wished to leave 
his money in trust for his children. He might have no friend whom 
he could trust to look after it at all He might have friends who 
would be willing and conscientious enough, but would be too ignorant 
of business matters to use the money to the best advantage, and might 
easily loee the lot with the best of intentions. Well, then, the testator 
toddles off to the Public Trustee and puts the matter into his hands 
Then he can rest confident that the affair will be carried out to the 
best advantage and in a business-like manner—he has a State guarantee 
for that. The public have certainly realised the value of the 
Public Trustee, for since he started work his department has developed 
at an amazing rate. ‘ When I first came here, less than three years 
ago, I had two clerks, two shorthand typists, and a messenger,’ he says. 
‘Now my staff numbers a hundred and forty. I anticipate seeing it 
one of the most important departments of the State.’ All kinds and 
classes of people seek the Public Trustee—widows, small tradesmen, 
distinguished lawyers, eminent literary men, shrewd men of bueiness- 
all anxious that he should administer their property when they die. 
For instance, the other morning his callers included a retired gardener 
who had £35 to leave, a doctor with a large family and a few shares, 
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and a hard-headed manufacturer from the North, with nearly half a 





| million to place under Mr. Stewart’s control.’ 


+ M And so on as usual, 
including a eulogy of Miss Beattie, the “ official mother’ under the 
Public Trustee. 





Royat Navat Cottecr, Ostorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart. 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistgars tx ATTENDANCE ow 
Mr. Justice 


Dat Emzromwoy Arrzat Covsr Mr. Justice 
ate. Rota. No.2, Jovox. Swivrew Eavr 
Monday, Jan. 9 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ......... 10 Bloxzam Farmer Church Leach 
Wednesiay ...... 11 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday ......... 12 Charch Theed Goldschmidt Biloxam 
Friday ..........0. 13 Synge Church Greswell Tneei 
Saturday ....... 14 Goldsebmidt Synge Beal Charch 

D Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr, Justice 

ate. Wakgisoron. NRvILie. Pasxen. Eve, 

Monday, Jan. 9 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Beal 
Tuesday ........ 10 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday ...... il Beal Charch Greswell Leach 
Thursday......... 12 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 
friday ........... 13 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday ......... 14 Farmer Greswel) Leach Theed 
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COURT OF APPEAL. Thee 7 » } Non-wit list 
Friday .... 24...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...25...Non-wit list 
Monday .. ..27 —s in chambers 

{Sht cans, , fur con, 
Tuesday ...28 | and noa-wit list 


Appgat Covrr I. 
Appeals in the Final and New Trial List 
will be taken in this Court. 
Other Business to be taken in this Court 


will, from time to time, be announced in ae. Ht Non-wit list 
the Daily Cause List. Friday .. ... 3...Mots and non-wit list 


| Manchester and Liverpool 
Saturday ... 4) adees 


Monday... .. 6...8itting in chambers 

»\Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
saaiiy “1 and noo-wit list 
Teenesday 8! Non-wit list 


Aprgat Cover II. 


Exparte Applications and Appeals from 
ail D visions (Interlocutory List) will 
be in the Paper for bearing on Jan. 11th. 

Other Basiness to be taken in this Court 
will from time to time, bs announced in 
the Daily Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Friday -v+...10.,.Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...11...Non-wit list 
Monday ...13. autos in chambers 
: }Sht caus, pets, far con, 
Tue:day ...14 } and non-wit list 
b Ae a 3 Non-wit list 
ursday ... 
Friday ..... 17 and —— list 
iverpool and Manchester 
Saturday noe { areenee 
Monday...... — in chambers 
nt caus, pets, fur con, 
; rer A non-wic list 
sacy..3 . Mots and non-wit list y i i 
Saturday y 18. Non-wit jist Thursday .. 23 i Bena Eas i tas 
Monday......16...8itting in chambers Friday ...... 24...Mots and non-wit list 
7 Sht caus, pets, fur con, Saturday ...25...Non-wit list 
Tuesday .. and non-wit list Monday .... 27.. — Ss in chambers 
Wednesday 18; +6 4 } She cais, pets, fur con, 
Thureday v 19 | Nom-wit list Tuesday .. 28) ood non-wit list 
Wednesday 29 | Non.wit list 


Lorgp Caancetor’s Court. 
Mr. Justice JOYCE. 


Wed, Jan. 11...Mots and non-wit list 
Thursday .. 12 . Non-wit list 


Friday ..... 20...Mots and non-wit list 
91 } Liverpool and Manchester Thursday ...30} 
Saturday ..2 } busine-s Friday ..... $1...Mots and non-wit list 
Monday..... 23.. Sitting in chambers Sat., April i and Liverpoo 
jusiness 


= Sht caus, pets, far con, 
Tuescay ... 24 { and non-wit liet 
Wednesday 25 | wo wit 1; 
Thursday 7 96; Non wit liat 
Friday ......27.. Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday 28...Non-wit list 
Monday .....30...Sitting in chambers 

Sht caus, pets, far con, 


Monday...... 3.. wy in chamb: 

} Sht caus, pets, fur cos, 
eeu + 4) aud non-wit list 
Wednesday 6 , 

Thureday _. { Non. wit list 
.... 7...Mots and not wit list 
Saturday ... 8 . Non-wit list 


Tuesday ...81) and non-wit list Monday......10 ss in chambers 

Wed., Feb. 1) : & caus, pets, fur con, 
Thursday » gj Non-wit list Tuesday ...11 } and uan-als tins 

Friday ...... 3... Mots and non-wit list Wednesday 13 ...Non-wit lias 


{ Manchester and Liverpool 
Saturday ... 4) business 


Monday...... 6 —s in 9: 
t cans, pets, fur con, 
Tuesday ... 7 | and non-wit list ’ 
Wednesday 8/ te 3 
Thursday... 9} Non-wit list 
Friday ..... 10 ..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .. 11...Non-wit list 
Monday...,..13.. —s in a paper. . 
t caus, pets, fur con, put in ths a 
Tuesday ...16 { and non-wit list N.8.—The tdilowing papers on farther con- 
Wedcesday'15 N it li sideration are required for the use or the 
Thursday .. is} on-wit list Judge, viz. :—Two copies of minutes of 
Friday ......17...Mots and non-wit list the proposed order, 1 copy pleadings. 1 
8 1 ( Liverpool and Manchester © py judgment, ad 1 copy master’s certi- 
aturday ...18 } business ficate, which must be ieft in court with 
Monday......20 .. Sitting in chambers 
/Sht caus, pets, fur con , 


the judgs’s c.erk one clear day before 
Tuesday ...21{ snd non-wit list 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be #0 
heard, Tw. copies of minutes of the pro- 

j t or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 

In defauls the cause will not be 


the farther consideration is ready te 
come into the paper, 
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Cuancesr Covar 1 | Monday ..... 3 . Sitting in cham‘e 6 


| § Companies A>ts and non- 
| Tuesda: 4: 
Mz. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 4 Cwit list 


Wedneway § a} Non-wit list 


Wel., Jan. 11 ..Mo‘s and non-wit list Thursday 

Poarsday 12 ..No1-wit list Friday ..... , ; Mots and non-wit list 

Friday ... .13 . Mote and non-wit hist Saturday .. 9/82 it caus, pots, and non- 
=. Sht caus, pets, and n»n- ¢ wit list 

Saturday ...18) Qi list | Monday ...10 Sitting ia chambers 

Monday.....16 Sitting in chambers { Compan‘es Acts and non- 

7 ———— Acts ani non- | sina ll twit list 

Taesday ---17 ) wit 1 st | Wed iesday12 Non-wit list 

Weinesday ~ } Non-wit list Any cause intended to be heard as a short 

Thursday ...1 cause must be so marked in the cause 


Friday ..... 20 ..Mots and non-wit list book at least one clear day before the 


Saturday of tine caus, pets, and non-wit same can be put in the paper to be 
list | go heard. The necseary papers, in- 
Monday... . 23...8itting in chambers cluding two copies of minutes of 


Tuesday 24 Companies Acts and non- the proposed judgment or order, must 


be left in court with the judge’s clerk 


Ame srg =} Noa-wit list not less a poy day — > 
ow) se 26 32 cause 18 put in the paper. In de- 
Friday ...... 27 1 “¥ and non wit ~y faalt the cause will not be put in the 
Saturday . 28 } — — pets, and non- | paper. 
Mooday.. ...30 Sitting in chambers N.B.—The following papers on further con - 
1 | Companies Acts and norn- ide ration are required for the use of the 
Tuesday . 1) wit list | judge, viz. ai — copies of —r of 
Wed., Feb. 1 } : the yposed judgment or order, 1 copy 
aoe : N.n-wit list plea on and 1 copy master's certificate 
Frday ... a Mot s and non-wit list These must be left in eourt with the 


Sht caus, ts, and non- judge's clerk not less than one clear day 
Saturday ... 4{ it list i aes the further consideration is ready 
Monday...... 6 . Sitting in chambers | tocome into the paper. 

7! 4 Companies Acta and Non- 


Tuesday .. b wit ist 
Wedne day 8| ‘nee list Caancery Court II. 
—~- Ma. Justice WARRINGTON. 


Friday . “10. ’ Mots and non-wit list 
{ Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Saturday . ll ( wit list 
Monday ....13 Sitting in chambers 
. | Companies Acts ani Non- 
Tuesday ...14; } wit list 


Except when other Business is advertised 
| in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Warrington will take Actions with 
| Witnesses da'ly throughout the Sittings. 


Towa 16} Non-wit list Cuancery Court III. 
Ma. Justice NEVILLE. 


Except when other Business is advertise d 


list 
in the Daily Cause List Mr, Justice 


Monday......20 . Sitting in ay P 
Companes Acts and non- 
Tuesday ...21 | wn ion nesses throughoat the Sitvinge. 


inesing 22 } Non-wit list Tho Court will sit at 10.15 and rise at 4.16 
‘ t 
Friday ......24...Mots and non-wit list es oe Cee 


. will be no sitting. 
Satarday ...25 ty caus, pets, and non-nit 
Monday......27...8itting in chambers 


| 
Friday ... 17...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .. 1} nt caus, pets, and non-wit | 


Cuaxceny Court IV. 


\ Com ies Acts and non- | 
ua sica..m.m™ Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Wed., Mar. A . i y vi 
oe. 2} Non-wit list PM bh sas the work will be taken as 
Friday ...... 3 Mots and non-wit list a . 
sneering | Ste caus, pets, and non-wis Mondays, 10.30 ae ar 
b 4 
Monday ...... 6.. ating in chambers . ~~ e= 4 - 
Tuesday ... 7 { wit tte * See Tueslays— Further c nsiderations, long 
Wodnesday Siw aia liek petitions, and non-wit- 
on-wit Lis } ness list. 
| eee 5s Mots and non-wit list | bem a 
t > - | as ne penal - . 
Saturday ...11 i wit - — 22 om | Fridays—Motions and non-witness list. 
Monday...,..13 Sitting in chambers | ‘There will be no Saturday sitt ngs, but 


Tuesday ...14 { ee Acts and non- | the Court will sit tid 4.30 oa other daye. 


Wednesda’ N.B.—In order that a petition may 
Tharsiay _— “wit list ba marked short and come into the 
Friday ......17...Mo's and non-wit list Paper on @ Monday ® Certificate of 


Counse! stating that it is not likely to 
last more than 20 minutes should be 
loiged with the Uause Clerk not iater 
tnax 12 o’clock on the previous Fridsy. 


itn . 18 | Shi — pets, andi nor- 
Monday ..20 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...21 bs Acts and nor.- 


Wednesday 22 
Thareday 
Friday ...... 24 Mots and non-wit list 


23 } Non. wit list Kixo’s Bexca Covrt. 


Retarday 25 { #ht caus, pets, and non-wit | Mr. Justice EVE. 
ve list | Excep’ when other Business is advertised 
Monday ...27 Sitting in chambe-s | gm the Daily Cause List Actions with 
coda Companies Acts and ncn Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
oe te 28 wit list Sittings. 
nesday 29 ee ae 
Shasolay .. 3) } Non-wit l'st During these Sittings the Court will sis 
day ..31 Mots end non-wit | st each day until 4.30 p.m., except on 
Sat., April 4} Sat caas, pets, and non- Satoriays, when there wiil be no 


t wit list Sitting. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1911. 

The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time 

to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE) 
AN THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

(General List.) 
1910. 
Fox v Astrachans 1d appl of defts from order of Mr. Justice Neville, 
dated May 4, 1910 (s o generally) May 7 
Lomion & North Western Ry Co v The Howley Park Coal & Cannel 
Co appl of pltffs from ji udgt of Mr Justice Eve, dated June 13, 1910 
July 26 (s © liberty to apply to restore, Nov 18, 1910) 


Neville will take Actions with Wit- . 


| In re John McFee, dec McFee v Toner and ors (by original action) 
Edwards and anr v Toner and ors (by order) appl of pltfis from 
order of Mr. Justice Joyce dated July 9, 1910, and cross-notice by 
some of the defts, dated Oct 8, 1910, and further cross-notice by deft, 
E Ramsey, dated Oct 6, 1910, part heard (stand over for inquiry— 
leave to apply) July 30 

Reynolds v Ilchester appl of pliff from order of Mr Justice Jeyce, 
dated July 29, 1910 Sept 15 

In ve F. J. Fryer, dec. Fryer v Fryer & Stock appl of deft Stock 
from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 25, 1910 Oct 18 

Mills and ors v Bourne app] of deft from order of Mr. Justice Parker, 
dated July 28, 1910 (produc order) Oct 27 

Tilling v Mead appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated 
July 29, 1910 Nov 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Waring and Gillow ld and 
Milner’s Safe Co ld, In re The Arbitration Act, 1889, appl of Waring 
and Gillows ld from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Oct 25, 1910 
Nov 7 

In re W B Aspinall, dec Brocklebank v Aspinall and ors appl of deft, 
G M Walker from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated Oct 14, 1910 
(Liverpool District Registry) Nov 14 

In re J P Robinson, dec Clarkson and ors vy Robinson and ors appl 
of applt, A. Grover in person from order of Mr, Justice Neville, dated 
Oct 27. 1910 Nov 14. 

In re J P Robinson, dec T P Clarkson and ors v Robinson and ors 
app! of A Cahill & Co ld from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
Oct 19, 1910 Novy 15 

Meters ld v Metropolitan Gas Meters ld app] of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Eve, dated Oct 19, 1910 Nov 15 

Gill v J Stone & Cold appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen 
Eady, dated Nov 10, 1910 Nov 18 

Lovell & Christmas ld vy Wall aad ors appl of pltfis from order of Mr 
Justice Eve, dated Nov 16,1910 Nov 22 

Companies Winding-up In re Companies Acts, 1862 and 1907 and Re 
Willer & Riley ld appl of the Sartorisio Gershoi ld from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated Nov 8, 1910 Nov 23 

In re Atkinson, dec Atkinson vy Atkinson and ors appl of deft, J W. 
Atkinson from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Oct 20,1910 Nov 26 

In re Harman Grisewood, dec Keayon and anr v Creagh and ors appl 
of defts H J M Grisewood and J M J Grise wood from order of Mr 
Justice Neville, dated Oct 28, 1€10 Nov 28 

In re Same Same v Same appl of defts, P M C Trevor, J Grisewood 
and G M J Grisewood from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Oct 21, 
1910. Nov 28 

In re Hunt & Cohen’s Contract and In re The V & P Act, 1874 appl 
of Purchaser from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Nov 25, 
1910 Nov 29 

Parmenter and ors vy Parmenter and ors appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Neville, dated Noy 21, 1910 Nov 29 

In re The British Enterprise Insce Co ld Beaumont v The Company 
appl of Arthur Whittaker from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
Nov 22,1910 Dec 12 

The Hoffmann Manufac ‘turing Co ld v The Auto Machinery Co ld “BP 
of pltfis from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated ‘Nov 10, 1 
Dec 21 

In the Matter of the Cos (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and In the Matter 
of The Netherlands Promotion Syndicate ld appl of The Company 
from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Dec 20, 1910 (produce order) 
Dec 23 
FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 

DIVISION, 
(interlocutory List.) 
1910. 

Marsden v Albrecht and anr appl of deffs from order of Mr Justice 
Eve, dated Dec 5, 1910 (Dec 13) 

Woodbridge & Sons v Bellamy appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Eve, dated Dec 6, 1910 (Dec 16) 

FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(General List.) 
1910. 

In re © Waite, dec Waite v Atwell appl of pitff from judgt of The 
President, dated Noy 12, 1910 (Dec 1) 

FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1910. 

Patchett v Patchett & Hughes appln of respt for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and. judgt, at trial before Mr Justice Bargrave 
Deane and a common jury, Middlesex, dated Nov 11, 1910 (Nov 19) 

Patchett v Patchett & Hughes appln of co-respt for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, at trial before Mr. Justice Bar 
grave Deane and a common jury, Middlesex, dated Nov 11, 1910 
(Nov 19) 

FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(Final List.) 
1910. 

John Spencer & Bros ld v J Chadwick & Co ld and ors appl of defte 
Chadwick & Co ld from order of Vice-Chancellor of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, dated July 25, 1910 (Aug 10) ‘ 
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Spencer v Chadwick & Stott & Sons appl of pitfi from order of Vice 
Chancellor of County Palatine of Lancaster, dated July 25, 1910 
(Oct 51) 

Agnew and ors v Andrew Knowles & Sons ld appl of defts from judgt 
of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, date! 
Dec 2, 1910 (Dec 22 


oc) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re H T Rogers (expte the Official Receiver, Trustee) from the 
order of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated the 3lst Oct, 1910, allowing 
an item of £11 18s previously disallowed by the Taxing Master. 

In re a Debtor (expte the petitioning creditors), No 20 of 1910 from 
an order of the Divisional Court (Phillimore and Horridge, JJ), 
dated the 5th day of Dec, 1910, allowing the debtor’s appeal rescind 
ing the Receiving Order and dismissing the petition with costs 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Judgment Reserved.) 
(Final and New Trial List.) 

fn re J F E Hall-Wright, a solr, &c, and In re Solicitors Act, 1888 

appl of deft from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Law- 

rance and Darling (order of Divisional Court) (c a v Dec 21) 
Gardner v Durham County Council appl of defts from judgt of The 

Lord Chief Justice without a judy Middlesex (c a v Dec 20) 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1909. 
Jones v Great Central Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 18, 1909, at trial before Mi 
Justice Bucknill and a special jury York (fixed for Jan 12) (July 16) 


1910. 


Macgregor v Peet & Peet v Macgregor and anr appl of deft from 
udgt of Mr Commr Parfitt, K.C., without a jury Leicester, dated 
Feb 11, 1910 (s o liberty to apply) (March 2) 

In re H P Becher, a solr ‘The United Mining and Finance Corpn ld v 
Becher appl of Becher from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated 
April 14, 1910 (s o Jan 20) (April 29) 

Riley and anr v Robert Johnson & Co Id and anr appln of pitfis for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 26, 
1910, at trial before Mr Justice Hamilton and a special jury Live: 
pool (June 4) Same v Moorhouse appln of pitff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 26, 1910, at trial 
before Mr Justice Hamilton and a special jury Liverpool (June 4) 

Manchester Ship Canal Co v London and North-Western Ry Co (Rail- 
and Canal Commission) appl of applts Manchester Ship Canal from 
judgt of Mr Justice A IT Lawrence, A E Gathorne Hardy and Si 
ae Woodhouse, dated July 14, 1910 (fixed for Jan 24) (July 27) 

Rankin v Mahoney appl of deft from judgt of Presiding Judge Liver 
pool Court of Passage, dated Aug 3, 1910 (Oct 10) 











Oakley v Channing appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 


dated July 19, 1910 (Oct 11) 

Lawrie v National Cash Register Co ld appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt dated May 27, 1910, at trial 
before Mr Justice Hamilton and a special jury, Liverpool (Oct 13) 


Freeman & Sons v Middleton Electric Traction Co ld appl of plitff from | 


judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
July 15, 1910 (Oct 14) 

Hagg v Ladoga ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 27, 1910 

Bardsley v Manchester Carriage (1903) ld appl of pltff from judgt of 
Justices Ridley and Bucknill dated July 29, 1910 (Oct 25) 

Neugebauer v London & Provincial Marine Insce Co ld appl of pltff 
from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
Oct 20,1910 (Oct 25) 

Wilson v Connolly appl of deft from judgt of Justices Phillimore and 
Avory, dated Oct 14, 1910 (Oct 27) 

Dott v Bonnard appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Oct 20, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex (Oct 29) 

Keep v The London County Council appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Oct 21, 1910, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex (Oct 19) 

Chevreau v Whiteman and anr (trading as Cobb & Co) appln of pltff 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Oct 28, 
1910, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore and a common jury, Mid 
dlesex (Oct 31) 

Societe Generale, &c v Fothergill appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell without a jury, Middlesex, dated Oct 28, 1910 
(Nov 3) 


| In re Elizabeth Cooper, dec Fern- 


Smith and anr v Labouchere appln of deft for judgt or new trial on | 


appl from verdict and judgt, dated Oct 26, 1910, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex (Nov 4) 

Poulton & Son v Anglo-American Oil Co appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Channell without a jury, Middlesex, dated Nov 2, 1910 
(Novy 9) 


Gee v Imperial Tobacco Co appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice | 


Lawrence without a jury, dated Oct 28, 1910 (Nov 10) 


| 
' 


Biddell v E. Clemens Horst Co appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Hamilton without a jury, Middlesex, dated Oct 26, 1910 (Nov 11) 

R H Halford & Sons v Price and anr appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Hamilton without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 18, 1910 
(Nov 11) 

Dawson & Co v The Bingley Urban District Council appln of pltffs for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Oct 28, 
1910, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Leeds 
(Nov 11) 

Stanley Pianoforte Co v Getgood, &c and ors appln of pltffis for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Oct 21, 1910, at 
trial before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex 
(Nov 10) 

(To be continued.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, CHANCERY DIVISION. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1911. 
Notices Re.atinc To THE CHANCERY Cause List. 

Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 
in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take his Bueiness as announced in the Hilary 
Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Joyce will take 
Liverpool and Manchester Business on Saturdays, the 2lst January, the 
4th and 18th February, the 4th and 18th March, and the Ist April. 

Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will take his business as announced in 
the Hilary Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON.—Except when other business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Warrington will sit for the disposal 
of His Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the Sittings. 

Mr, Justice NEvILLE.—Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 
the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice PARKER will take his Business as announced in the Hilary 
Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Eve.—Except when other Business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken daily through- 
out the Sittings. During these sittings Mr. Justice Eve will sit each 
day until 4.30 p.m., except on Saturdays, when there will be no sitting. 

Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. 
Justice Swinren Eavy and Mr, Justice PARKER will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy, and Mr. 
Justice PARKER. 

Notice WitH REFERENCE TO THE CHANCERY WITNESS Lists, 

During the Hilary Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 
Witness Actions as follows :— 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON will take the Witness List for WarRINnGTON 
and PaRKER,JJ. 

Mr, Justice NEvILLE will take the Witness List for Swinren Eapy 
and NEvILie, JJ. 

Mr. Justice Eve will take the Witness List for Joyce and Eve, JJ. 


Cuancery Causes ror TRIAL on HEARING. 
‘ Set down to December 24th, 1910. 


Before Mr. Justice Joyce. 
Retained Causes. 

Wesley v Pain act (fixed for 
Jan 17) 

Pease v Beloe act 

Paris v The Lymington 
district Council act 

Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re S Griffin, dec Bendell and 
anr v Griffin adjd sumns 
(s 0) 

Society of Architects v Kendrick 
m f j 

In re 
ment 
adjd sumns 
apply) 

In re Langord’s Lease Walker v 
Bunny adjd sumns 


In re Williams Boddy v Boddy 
adjd sumns 

In re C F C Clarke’s Settlement 
adjd sumns 

In re G Balls, dec Balls v Balls 
adjd sumns (witnesses) 

In re Baring, dec Goldie v 
Baring adjd sumns 

In re Robson’s Estate Robson v 
Robson adjd sumns 

West African Development Co ¥ 
Grubb adjd sumns 

In re Bennett, dec Down v Ben- 
nett adjd sumns 

In re Bayley, dec Bayley v 

— adjd sumns 

In re Darby, dec Boucher ¥ 
Darby & ors adjd sumns 

Bibby v Strachan procedure 
sumns 

Same v Duerden procedure sumns 

In re J Hainsworth, dec Hains- 
worth & ors v Barry & ors adjd 
sumns 

In re Emily Brown, dec Macalis- 
ter v Abbot adjd sumns 

In re B Broughton, dec Brough- 
ton v Broughton & ors adjd 
sumns 

In re W Bythway, dec 
v Dames adjd sumns 

In re Southwood, dec Ryder ¥ 
Attorney-Gen adjd sumns 


Rural 


Leateatte Marriage Settle- 
Montgomery v Lambert 


liberty to 


(s o 


ley v Speakman adjd sumns 

Sidney v Waddilove adjd sumns 

In re Ann Fish, dec Couldwell v 
Wells adjd sumns 

In re Meyer Woolf, dec Woolf v 
Marsden adjd sumns 

Whiteley v The Property Invest- 
ment Bank Id act 

In re Hunt, dec Whereat v Her- 
bert adjd sumns 

In re Sim, dec Sim v Hart adjd 
sumns 


Gough 
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In re Roberts, dec & Trustee Act | 
Smith v Leppard adjd sumns 
Estate | 


In re Llewellyn’s 
Llewellyn v Llewellyn  adjd | 
sumns 

Bennett v Houldsworth adjd 
sumns 

In re Pigott’s Settlement Elton 


v Pigott adjd sumns 

In re Dobbs, oa Dobbs v Jones | 
adjd sumns (with witnesses) | 

In re W Rolfe, dec Newman vy | 
Rolfe adjd sumns 

In re Neylor-Leyland’s Will Reid- 
Cuddon v Naylor-Leyland adjd 
sumns 

Knill v Demergue adjd sumns 

In re G Winn, dec Winn v Gardi- 
ner adjd sumns 

Mote v Slingsby adjd sumns 

In re G A Partridge. dec Part- 
ridge v Partridge adjd sumns 

In re Burch, dec Webster v 
Burch adjd sumns 

In re Walker, dec Walker v 
Chalinder procedure sumns 

In re Martha Butler, dec 
v Buck adjd sumns 

In re Lund’s Setélement 
-v Stanfield adjd sumns 

In re D Watkin-Davies, dec 
Arnold v Watkin-Davies adjd 


Hunt 


Nickal | In re Cartwright’s Estate 


In re Thoyts, dec Hogg v Thoyts 
adjd sumns 
In re Makey, 
Wilson adjd sumns 

In re A. T. Behrend’s Trusts 
Surman v Biddell adjd sumns 

In re Policy No. 480,163, * quit- 
able Life Assce Soc and Mitchell 
adjd sumns 

In re Gresley’s Settlement Wil- 
loughby v Drummond adjd 
sumns 

In re Hall, dec 
adjd sumns 

In re Turlay, dec Public Trustee 
v Andrew adjd sumns 

In re M J Thompson, dec Coats 
v Coats Davison v Coats adjd 
sumns 

Central London Ry Co v_ City 
Commissioners for Land Tax 
special case. 

In re York Confectionery Co ld 


Lyon v Sharp 


sumns 
Duncan v Williams act 
Horner 
v Halley adjd sumns 
In re Smith, dec 
Cleaton adjd sumns 
In re Byerley, dec 
adjd sumns 


Castell v 





sumns 


In re Gittins, dec Owen v Powell 
adjd sumns me 


In re Pilliner, dec  Pilliner v 
Pilliner adjd sumns 
In re Sir J C Lee, dec 
Lee adjd sumns 
Barnes v Ratcliffe adjd sumns 
In re Houmoeller’s Trade Mark, 
No 310,919, and In re the Trade 
Marks Act, 1965 motion to ex- 


Smith v 


punge 
In re Bower, dec lWoddiger v 
Mannington adjd sumns 


H H Hole v Florence Mainland 
Hole (married woman) m f j 


Before Mr. Justice SwInFEN Eapy. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 
Hardy v Squire act pt hd (so 
to Jan 18) 


Wallington v The Baku Standard | 


Agency Id_ act 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
Attorney-Gen v Duke of Northum, 
berland m f j 

In re C Rose, dec 
Syrett adjd sumns 

The Butterley Co ld v The New 
Hucknall Colliery Co Id 
sumns 

In re R Love, dec 
adjd sumns 

In re Roberts, dec 
Abbey 

In re Lacon’s Settlement 
v Lacon adjd sumns 

In re Thompson, de Smallbone 
v Thompson adjd sumns 

In re Allen’s Trusts Tarleton v 
Allen adjd sumns 

In re Peckham and East Dulwich 
Tramways Co adjd sumns 

In re Mackenzie Mackenzie v 
Edwards adjd sumns 

In re Jordan, dec Kino v Ricard 
adjd sumns 

In re Brown, dec In re S. Little, 
dec In re M J Little, dec 
Little vy Little adjd sumns 

In re O'Callaghan O’Callaghan v 
O'Callaghan adjd sumns 


Love v Foster 


Booth v 


Crellin v 


adjd | 


adjd sumns 
Lacon | Wright v The Dee Estates ld 


The Christineville Rubber Estates 

Co ld v The Sierra Para Rubber 

Syndicate m f j (short) 
re Dean, dec Rainsford v 

Dean adjd sumns 

In re T Rogers Tillstone Rogers 
Tillstone v  Legge-Wilkinson 
adjd sumns 

In re Ogilvie’s Settled Estate and 
In re The Settled Land Acts 
adjd sumns 

In re Hubbard Wheel Co Holmes 
v The Company adjd sumns 

In re Fothergill, dec Fothergill 
Fothergill adjd sumns 

In ve I. A A Tollermache Marriage 
. Settlement adjd sumns 

In re Mary Ford dec Myers v 
Molesworth adjd sumns 

In re Elizabeth Hicks, dec Hockin 
v Clyma adjd sumns 

| In re J. G. Hill, dec 

| Hill adjd sumns 

| In re Sir F D Dixon-Hartland 





Wilde vy 


dec Banks v Hartland adjd 
sumns 

In re Seil's Settlement Seil v 
Jonas adjd sumns 


In re The St. David’s Water and 


adjd sumns 

In re Hunt, dec Hunt v Pritchard 
adjd sumns 

In re Capron, dec Havill v Capron 
adjd sumns 


In re Astell’s Estate Burt v 
Astell adjd sumns 

| In re EB. Sutcliffe. dec In re 
Trustee Act, 1893 York v 
Hinchcliffe adjd sumns 


adjd sumns 


In re W. Taylor, dec 


Board V 


Field adjd sumns 
In re Love Love v Foster adjd 
sumns 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 


Companies (Winding Up). 
Petitions. 

Pure Jamaica ld (petn of Belleisle 
Estates Co ld—s o from Sep- 
tember 27, 1910, to January 17, 
191) 

Ticehurst and District Water and 





In re Walton, dec Pelly v 
Walton adjd sumns 
Shannon v_ Middleton 


sumns (with witnesses) 


adjd 





Gas Co (petn of Baker & Co) 
Same (Court Summons No. 5—for 
inspection—ordered on October 


dec Twigg v| 








Chinneck v The Company adjd 


Clarke v Clay | 


| 


Gas Co Painter v The Company 


| MeDoddie 


Waring & Gillow ld 





24, 1910, to stand-over generally) | 


Camden Brewery Co ld (petn. of | 
Turner, Byrne & Co) Same 
(petn of S J Garrett & Co—s o 
from November 15, 1910, to 
February 21, 1911) 

Johnson, Johnson & Co ld (petn 
of Johnson Riddle & Co ld—s o 
from November 29, 1910, to 
January 24, 1911) 

Cone Jackson Engineering Co ld 
(petn of Gill & Reigate Id and 
anr—s o from December 15, 
1910, to January 17, 1911) 

Enterprise Developments Id (petn 
of S Livachin—s o fiom Decem 
ber 13, 1910, to January 17 
1911) 

Investment Bank of London ld 
(petn of A E Dixon—s o from 
December 13, 1910, to January 
17, 1911 

Sinusoidal Wired Glass Co ld 
(petn of W Whineray—s o from 
Wecember 15, 1910, to January 
17, 1911) 

Goldfields of Matabeleland Id (petn 
of A Moseley and anr-—ordered 
on December 13, 1910, to stand 
over generally) 

Ind, Coope & Co Id (petn of © 
Spalding) 

Same (petn of H G Da Costa) 

Same (petn of Shuters, Chippen 
dales & Colyers Id—s o from | 
December 20, 1910, to the first 
petition day in Easter Sittings, 
1911) 

Daily Events Co ld (petn of En 
field Cycle Co ld—s o from 
December 20, 1910, to January 
17, 1911) 

Pure Enamel Bath Co (1909) ld 
(petn of Holborn Viaduct Land 
Co ld—s o from December 20, 
1910, to January 17, 1911) 

New Film Hiring Co ld (petn of | 
Warwick Trading Co ld—s o 
from December 20, 1910, to 
January 17, 1911) 

Dalbv-Welch & Co Id 
F B Winter) 

Pirton Investment Corpn ld (petn 
of Upperton & Co) 

Rinkeries (1909) ld (petn of Tayler 
Bros) 

British and Irish Cattle Corpn Id 
(petn of John I Thornycroft & 
Co 1d) 

New Savoy Chambers, ld (petn of 
Lavender Laundry) 

Hughes & Co (petn under Limited 
Partnerships Act, 1907, of Hf J 
Calder) 

John Steen & Co ld (petn of John 
Dickinson & Co Id) 

Cambridge & Suffolk Club (New- 
market) ld (petn of A and E 
Hunter) 

Panni Lands & Rubber Estates 
ld (petn of A H Carr and ors) 

A F Brooks Ild_ (petn of Rybar, 
Gross & Co) 

Provincial Palaces Id (petn of Co- 
operative Cinematograph Co Id) | 

Folkeston Aviation ld (petn of 
Folkestone, Sandgate and Hythe | 
Billposting & Advertising Co 1d) | 

Viands ld _ (petn of 

W A P Co ld and ors) 

(petn of | 


(petn of 


Crofts & Assinder) 

Clement Gardner & Co ld _ (petn 
of Coventry Eagle Cycle & 
Motor Co) 


Chancery Division 


Petition under Section 39 of the 
Companies Act, 1907. 

Oils & Merchandise (Africa) Id 

(on 23rd March, 1909, ordered | 


to stand over generally) 


| In re Keziah Fisher, dec 


Companies (Winding Up). 


Motion. 


Alexandra Hotel Co (Saltburn-by- 


the-Sea) ld (for four day order 
for submission of account) 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division, 
Court Summonses. 
c. J. Culliford & Sons ld 
Edwards v C J Culliford & Sons 
ld (for directions as to proce- 


dure—ordered on Feb 1, 1910, 
to stand over generally) 
Progressive Assce Co Id (as to 


payment of life claim—ordered 
on Feb 1, 1910, to stand over 
generally) 

United Butter Compames of 
France ld (on claim of ‘Thomas 

with witnesses—ordered on 
Feb 22,-1910, to stand over 
generally) 

Piccadilly Hotel ld Gunn and 
anr v Piccadilly Hotel ld (on 
priorities—ordered on April 12, 
1910, to stand over pending 
summons for further considera- 
tion) 

Monarch Assce Co Id (on prelimi- 
nary point as to form of pro- 
ceedings) 

London & South Western Canal 
ld (misfeasance—with  wit- 
nesses) 

Phosphor Bronze Co ld (on assign 
ment of debts) 

Brown and ors v British Natural 
Premium Life Assoc ld and ors 
(on construction of trusts) 

New Mysore Manganese Co Id (for 
enforcement of contract—with 
witnesses) 

Metropolis and Counties Perma- 
nent Investment Building Soc 
(on proof of Gatfield—with wit- 
nesses) 

British Motobloc Syndicate Id 
(for appointment of new liqui- 
dator—with witnesses) 

Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Retained Matters. 
Motions. 

John Aird & Co v The Tanjong 
Pagar Dock Board and Sir Wm 

Matthews, KC MG (fixed for 
Jan 11) 

Sharp v Durrant and anr (fixed 
for Jan 12, subject to anything 
pt hd) 

British Legal and United Provi 
dent. Assce Co ld v Birtley and 
ors (as Trustees of The Royal 
Co-operative Collecting Soc) and 
Rydings (fixed for Jan 13, sub 
ject to anything pt hd) 

Henderson v Spanish Syndicate 
and ors (fixed for Jan 13, sub- 
ject to anything pt hd) 

Adjourned Summonses 

In re Ind, Coope & Co ld Fisher 
v The Company Knox v Same 
Arnold v Same adjd sumns (so 
generally) 

In re Barclay, dec Gardner v 
Barclay adjd sumns 

In re J R Tyndale, dec 
v Tyndale adjd sumns 


Tayler 


Evans 
v Marsden adjd sumns 

In re Shepard, dec Shepard v 
Gatenby adjd sumns 

In re Beebe, dec Beehe v Beebe 
adjd sumns 


Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 
Napier v Bangs act (advanced 
by order—fixed for Jan 11) 
Stevens & Sons Id v The Law 
Union and Rock Insce Co ld 
act without pleadings (advanced 
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by order—fixed for Jan 12, 
subject to anything pt hd) 

Pott v Moseley act (fixed for 
Jan 16, subject to anything pt 
hd) 

Maisel v Darwin & Fry enquiry 
(fixed for Jan 18, subject to 
anything pt hd) 

Mendelssohn v Traies & Son 
(s o pending settlement) 

Webb v Webb act and m f j 

Glover v Hakeman act 

In the Matter of the Patents and 

Act, 1907, and in the 
Matter of Letters Patent 
granted to John Robert Watts 
(No 11,498 of 1901), and In the 
Matter of a Petition for Revoca 
tion of said Patent by Thomas 
Alfred Smith petn 

In re MS Cooper, dec 
v Curtis and ors 

Mellierd v Freneis 

The Electric and Ordnance Acces 
sories Co ld v Hancock act and 
counter-claim 

In re William Lamb, de« 
Armstrong act 

CGarvice Vv Nicholson 
ld act 

Andrews v 
trict Council 

In re Ibbetson 
Ibbetson act 

John Ch 

Clemence v Cle 


act 


Designs 


Reeder 
act 


act 


Lamb v 


W & Son 


Abertillery Urban Dis 
wt 
de Ibbetson v 
de« 


and 


In 


nence 


act 


re 
metic’ 
counter claim 
In re Borra’s Settlement Reid 
v Smith act pt hd 
Nixev The General Motor 
Co ld act 
Grundy v Winterbotham act 
Shepherd v Croft 
Dixon v Beck 
Van den Berghs 
Hart and ors \ 
Smith and anr v 
Watling v 
countet 
Cardinall v 
m f j 
Rourke 


eo) 


Cab 


act 

act 

ld v Parkes 

jonas and ors 
Oakden act 

Lewis and ors act and 


act 
act 


claim 


Cardinall act and 


Robinson = act 
Bax v Liberty & Co 
G. Jacksons Id v The 
Dict. Printing Co ld 
Wiltshaw v Robinson 
Jobson v The International Ele« 
tric Theatres ld act 
McAllister v Andrews 
Hall v Hall act 
Darlineton v Lewis act 
The European Fibel Co 
Fd \ urd Llovwd ld 
Rodrigues v United 
tries ld aet 


act 

Lon West 
act 

act 


act 


Id vy 
act 


Motor Lndus 


Justice NEVILLE 
Matters 


Before Mr 
Retained 
Adjourned Summonses 
In re Stocker West of England 
China, Stone and Clay Co v 
Grose 
In re Same Same v Same 
Kerr v Metropolitan Bank 
generally) 
In re Joseph 


(is o 


Joseph Vv Joseph 

In re Nicholay Adams v Nicholay 

In re Yorke, dec Barlow v Yorke 

In re Andrew Handvside & Co ld 
Crompton v The Company 
generally) 


(8 0 


Petition. 
Exparte London County Council 
Motion 
Denham v Vavasour 
Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Chamber Summons. 
Callender’s Paper Manufacturing 
Co Id_ Lyon and anr v Callen- 
der’s Paper Manufacturing Co 
Id and ors (on costs) 


| Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 
From Mr. Justive Eve's List. 
Moss v Delphin Same v Denness 
act 

Encinillas Mines Id v_ Anglo- 
American Syndicate act 

In re Grabham, dec Grabham v 
Grabham act and counter-claim 

British Vacuum Cleaner Co v 
Wilson act (s 0) 

Hutchings v Baker 
Hutchings act (not before 
20) 

Escott v Escott 
before Jan 18) 

In re Stocker West of England 
China Stone and Clay Co ld v 
Grose act 

Grose and Stocker v West of 
England China Stone and Clay 
Co Id Act 

Clayton v Evans act 

Valas-Baskett v King act 

Henry Seddon & Sons Id v Foste: 
act and counter-claim 

Hopkins v Oram act and counter 
claim 

Woodward v Mayor, &c, of Bat 
act 

D L Thomson & Co 

act 


Sargent v 
Jan 
not 


act \s 0 


tersea 

Low v 

Lancaster v Cornes 

Haynes v Ford act 

Provident Assoc of 
Bergsma act 

Arthy v J Moran & Sons Id act 

Wiedemann v Rubber Estates 
Trust and anr act and counter 
claim 

In re Jackman, dec 
Jackman 

Hanbury v 
UDC act 

Jones v South 
Federation act 

Lister v Sharp 
claim 

In re Collett, dec Harris v Doul- 
ton 3 adjd sumns (with wit- 
nesses) 

Curtis v Ramuz act 

How v Russell act 

Berlitz School of Languages Id v 
Janering act 

Mever v Lane act 

Rollason v Rollason 

Macintosh v Barnett 

Lennox v Coslett act 

Dauancey v Phillips act 

Bennoson v Susswein act 

Garnett, Mepham & Fisher ld v 
F. J. Parsons Id _ act 

Lake & Elliot v Rotax 
Accessories Co act 

J M Dent & Sons ld v Woolf Bros 
act 

EK Lacon & Co ld v 

Nay v Pack act 

Neagle v Howell act 


act 


London =v 


Marchant v 
act 
Lianfrechfa Uppe 


Wales Miners’ 


act and counter 


act 


act 


Motor 


Grimes act 


Before Mr. Justice PARKER. 


Retained Matters. 
Causes for Trial (With Witnesses). 
The Rio Tinto Co ld v The Pena 
Copper Mines, ld act (fixed for 
January llth, subject to any- 
thing part heard) 
Marconi and ors v The British 
Radio Telegravh and Telephone 
Co Id act pt hd 
Snelling v Martin and ors act 
Smith and anr v Oakden act 


| In the Matter of the Patent and 


Designs Act, 1907, and In the 
Matter of a Patent granted to 
O J Ledge, No. 11,575 of 1897 
retition for prolongation of 


Patents (s o March 20th) 


Further Consideration. 


Jupp and anr v Davidson and 
anr fur. con 


| Adjourned Summonses, Etc. 
In re Gully, dee Gully v Gully 
adjd sumns pt hd 
In re P Collings, a solr, and In 
re Taxation of Costs adjd 
Patent Launch 


sumns 6 0 
re Saunders’ 
Building Syndicate, ld Metro- 
_— Bank (of England and 
ales) Id v The Syndicate 
adjd sumns (s 0) 
In re Carter, dec 
sor adjd sumns 
re J Vigurs, de 
Scott adjd sumns 
Hart v Bonas procedure sumns 
In re Woodgate, dec and In re 
Rawlins, dec Belemore v Wat 
son adjd sumns 
The Bowring Petroleum Co ld v 
The Commercial Union Assce Co 
Id adjd sumns 
| In re H. Whitfield, dec 
Mathie adjd sumns 
In re Ellen Young, dec 
Young adjd sumns 
In re Carew, dec Carew v Carew 
adjd sumns 
re Hale, dec Hildyard vy 
Burdon adjd sumns 
In re Mitchell, dec Hetherington 
v Mitchell adjd sumns 
In re J Neal’s Trusts 
v Neal adjd sumns 
In re Jacob King, dec 
King adjd sumns 
In re Edward Penfold Arthur, dec 
Arthur v Muir adjd sumns 
Black v Williams (short) motn 
for judgt 
In re Walton's Settlement In re 
Stileman v_ Gale 


In 


Carter v Wind- 
In 


Pooley 


In 


Evershed 


King v 


Gale, dec 
adjd sumns 
In re J B Thompson 
Thompson adjd sumns 


In re The Willof William Morris | 


Harper, dec Brown v Brown 
adjd sumns 
In re OL C Bidwell, dec 
v Bidwell adjd sumns 
The West Australian Collieries 
and Fire Clay Co ld Matheson 
v Sons of Gwalia ld adjd sumns 
King v Coston (short) m f j 
Davies v Jones m f j (short) 
Fludyer v Roberts m f j (short) 
In re Ind Coope & Co Id Fisher 
v The Company Knox v The 
Company Arnold v The Com- 
pany adid sumns 
In re Holmes, de Holmes v. 
Blenkhorn adjd sumns 
Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Retained Matters. 
Motions. 
Criso v Holden 


Adjourned Summonses. 


pt hd 
In re W P Davies, a solr adjd 
sumns (with witnesses) 
In re Shaw Morton v Shaw adjd 
sumns 
In re W E Wallace, dec 
v Rummens adjd sumns (with 
witnesses) 
re McEacharn Gambles 
McEacharn adjd sumns 
re Treseder Treseder’ v 
Treseder adjd sumns_ (with 


witnesses) 


| Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
| Albrecht v Gordon act 
In re Treherne Treherne v Tre- 

herne act (not before Easter 
Sittings) 

| Bastard v Horton act, counter- 

| claim and m f j (s o until affi- 

| davit filed) 


v 


In 


In 





vi 
| Bibby & Baron Id v Duerden 
| Same v Strachan & Henshaw 
| Harvey v Harvey act 

| Upcher v Johnson 


Hill v | 
Pollock v | 


| In re Alfred Caton, dec 


Thompson v | 


Collett | 


| Same v Fieldings & Uo 


Lord Ashburton v Earl de la Warr Gill v Leeds Corpn act 


In re Williams’ Settlement Wil- | In re Riley 


liams v Williams adjd sumns | Satelifie v Avasitans 


Hughes | 


Cheston v The Misses Amherst 
act 

In re Jones’ Settlement McGarth 
v Jones act ( 
Davies v Edwards 
counter-claim 

In re Marler dec Curzon y 
Marler act 


action and 


| C N Murphy & Co ld v Lawton 
act 


Mayor, Etc., of Lincoln v Kitch 
ing counter-claim 

Hall v Little act 

Davies v Sibley 
report) 


act (s o. for 
act 
act 


act 

Wilkinson v Eldridge 

Lloyd v Bliss act 

Mellersh v Chambers act 

Wiles v Holloway act and coun- 
ter-claim 

Craig v Bullock 

Meynell v Morris 
ter-claim 

In re The Weston Finance Ass 
Id Martin v{allance trial of 
issue 

Leftwich v Pembery, Robinson & 
Co act 


act 


act 
act and coun 


| Tulloch v Clerque act 
| Cooksey v Richard Clay & Sons |d 


act 
| Whitehead v Wellington act 


In re Brogden, dec Brogden \ 
Brogden act (not before Feb 1! 
Spiro v Ford act 
Lewis v Phillips 
West v West act 


act 


Vincent 
v Vatcher act 

Van den Berghs, 
act 

Wilson v Smith act 

In re G Tinniswood, dec Tinnis 
wood v Oldcorn act and coun- 
ter-claim 

Hammond v Harley 

Palmer v Emerson 

Same v Same act 

Klawansky v The Premier Petro 
leum Co ld act 

Walker v Andreae 


Id v Watkins 


act 
act 


act 


| Lewis v Green act and counte 


claim 
Lakeman v Moat 
In re Peasgood 

Peasgood act 
In re_ Balderson’s Settlement 

Mann v Wragg act and mf j 


act 


dec Garwood \v 


| Mills v The United Counties Bank 


act 
G. H. Gledhill & Sons Id v British 
Perforated Toilet Paper Co act 
act 


Clark v Lloyd’s Bank Id _ act 

dec Willer & Riley 

ld v Riley act 

act 

Thomas v Mayor, &, of Aber 
avon act 

Cleave v Thiem act 

Eisner v Hoff act 

Ryan v Thomas act and counter 
claim 

Transmission, London, ld v Long 
act 

Saccharin Corpn Id v National 
Saccharin Cold act 


| Neale v Wallis & Sons ld act 


Hugh-Jones v Lewis act and 
counter-claim 

Payne v Boss act 

Carruthers v Peake act 

In re Howe Wilkinson v Fernie- 
hough act (restored) 

Grabowsky v Maikoo Pipe Line 
and Transport Cold act 

Oldbury Urban District Council 
v Pardoe act 
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Buxton v Island (Para) Rubber | Same v Same act 


Estates Id act | In re Samuel Jones, dec Rowen 
Gurney v Same act 


v Deason act 


High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 


MASTERS IN CHAMBERS, 1911. 

A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridaye, Master Bonner ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Macdonell. 

G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Chitty ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Day. 

O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Archibald; Tues- 
days, Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 

PRACTICE MASTER. 

A Master will sit daily in his own room in accordance with the 
following Rota to dispose of all Questions of Practice, Exparte Applica- 
tions and General Business. 

Monday, Master Wilberforce ; Tuesday, Master Chitty; Wednesday, 
Masier MacDonell; Thursday, Master Bonner; Friday, Master Day; 
Saturday, Master Archibald. 7 c 





. J * 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Frivary, Dec. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurtep 1m Caawosry. 

A. ¥. Brooxs & Co, Lrp—Petn for windi g up, presented Dec 20, directed to be heard 
Jan 17. Ward & Co. 7, King st, Cheapside, soors for the petners. Notice of 
sppearing must reach the above-vamed not Jater than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

an 


Camprtpes awp Scrro x Crus (Newm«exet), Lrpo—Petn for winding up, presented 
Dec 19 directed to be heard Jan 17. Bridges & Co, Red Lion sq, agents for 
Bevd«ll & Sons, Newmarket, solora for the petners. Notice of appearing mast reach 
the ab »ve-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 16 

J. B, Ktackmore Lro—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 20, directed to be heard at 
Scarbrook rd, Croydon, Jan '9, at 10-30. Piesse & Sons, Old Jewry chmb s, solora for 
the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of Jan 18 

Joun Srezw & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 17, directed to be heard 
Jen 17. Pirsse & Sons, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors for the petmera, Nozice of 
5 ay wun must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

an 

Ksanas Exrtoration Co, Lrp (tw Liquipatrom)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 16 to send their names and a“d-eases, and ths particulars of their debte or claims 
to Christopher Charles Will*on, Finabiry pymnt house. liq aidator 

L. P. Sywp1c+Ts, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or befor Jan 31, to send the'r name: 
and sddresses and the pariculars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Taylor, 23 
College h I, liquidator 

Mriptayps Avtatiow Sywprcate, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Nelson George Harries, 49, Queen st, Wolyerhampton. Pepper & Co, Birmingham, 
solors to the liquidator 

London Gazette,—Tvsrspay, Jan. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep tn Omanoser. 


Daanwir Rerrs Gotp Mixine Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, 
to send in their names and addresres, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Jobn Ponsford, 6, Queen st pl. Fraccis & Jounson, Great Wiachester st, solors 
for the liquidator 

Hamursurez Lawp Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or befo-e Jan 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their de >ts or ciaims, to George Fowler 
oe 10 and 12, Copthall av. Elis & Co, Portland House, Basinghall st, solors to the 

iquidator 

Hinson & Oo, Lrp—OCreditors are required, on or before Feb 17, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernst Heinrich Schiff, 
16, Leadenhall st. Freeman & Cooke, Abingdon st, solors to the liquidator 

J. H. Coozsox & Sox, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 3!, to send their 
Dames an‘ addressees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Andrew 
William Macredie, Orchard chmbre, Church st, Sheffield. liquidator 

Lapizs’ Oww Har Co, Lrp—Credi‘ors are required, on or before Jan 27, to send their 
Dames and addresses, and ths particulars of their debts or claims, to Dancan 
Frederick Basden, 83, St Swithin’s In, liquidator 

McDoppre Vsaeps, Crp —Petn for winding up, present*d Dec 23, directed to be heard 
on Jan 17. Veasey & Co, Qieen’s House, Queen st, Cheapeice, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of Jan 16 

Sxatine Rivzs, Lrp—Petn fcr winding up, presented Dec 29, directed to be heard 
at the Shire Hall, Chelmeford, Jan 16, at 11.30 Pritchard & Sons, 9, Gracecburch st, 
solors for the petuers. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named noi later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 14 

Watters & Gsonoe Myens, Lrp— Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, to send 

their nar ea and addrerses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Thomas Whitehouse Coleman, 13, Temple st, Birmingham, Wragge & Co, solors to 


the liquicator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette,—Fripar, Dec. 23, 





T. J. Awpzeson, Lop. 

Tesac Junxs & Sows, Lp. 

La Compatta Moctrseea Santa Rosa, Lrv. 

Tatco Deverormest Syspicate, Lrp. 

Styvsorpan. Wizep Gass Oo, Lro, 

Veezvas Leap Miwixe Co, Lp. 

Siurcex Prevwatio Hus Syxpicats, Leo. 
Prresstow Buve Laas Line Co, Leo. 

Ruovor Srwprcate, Lro. 

Ovcte Travess’ Surrty Co. (Huppersrrecy), LTD, 
Stawpano Feexentixe Co, Leo. 

Cuanrsrcawp Saane axn Aoexcy Co, Lap. 
AvSreatiaw Sate Sywpicat#, Lro. 

Bexsow & Huvees, Lev. 

Tataces Distarct Mtxtwe awp Dearwace Co, Lros 
G. Baazp>w & Sor, Lro, 

B. Rrpz & Co, Ltn. 


Geweeat Murvat Inpvererat Iseveasce Co, Lrp. 
Norra Barren Exuecrerc Powse Srapicars, Lev. 

Las Animas Copper Morte asp Suzctixe Co, Lro. 
Wesr Pavsstaxs Mixixe Co, Lev, 

Lamp awp Iepvusrerat Prom tions, Lrp. 

Dota Synpicats, Lp. 

HaapentssurG Traptxe Co, Lro, 

“ Duysyar” Sar Co, Lrp. 

Owzw Rosinson & Co, Lev. 

Oater Sreamsuir Co, Lrp. 

Gaesmam Contiwewtat Lure Assvaaxce Society, Lrp. 
Groner Saptee & Co, Lev. 

Lowpow asp Provincia, Tugaress, Lev. 

H. G. Bangerr, Lro. 

Souta Argzicam Lanp awp Rartwars Co, Lap. 
London Gazette. —TuESDAY, Dec. 37. 


No. 18, Leapewmatt Stasst Orrices, Leo. 
Aneto-Amentcan Liseary Bispise Co, Lro. 
Apsepouta Motvuat Sar Insveance Society, Lro. 
Oaarwetron Barcxriety Syworcirs, Lro. : 
Buarrwonr SvGar Piawtation Co, Lrv, (Amsigamation). 
Batxan Correa Corposation, Lrp, 

Grose Freance Co, Lrp. 

Vincent Suiprrxe Oo, Lrp. 

Mippisssx Dwe.utres, Lro. 

Watcxer-Hawwa Parent Beauinvas Co, Lap, 

Doric Tavust, Lev. 

J. Wet: s Woon, Lrp. 

Pres Mitt Dyeine Co, Lrp. 

New Compounn Exetxe Co, Lrp. 

ANGLO-Swiss Assestos Oo, Lrp (In Liquidation). 
Joxes Baotasss (Noatarneiows), Lrp. 


London Gasette,—Futpar, Dec, 30. 


Bargvs Carpastax, Lro, 
Servers, Lrp. 

Exeivez ive Unpeetanrnes, Lrp. 

Boewor Aserwsty Rooms Association, Lrp, 

Moperv Soccery, Leo. 

Orespexer. Lev, 

7. Burxs & Oo, Lrp. 

Mrptanps Aviation Sywpicare Lip. 

Rtackroot Cou eseum Amusearsrs, Lr, 

Aworo-Amraicanw Lizeaky Bixvine Co, Lro. 

Gast Inpraw Frees Synvicate, Lro. 

Losp & Serer. Lrp. 

Peerecr Feecee avy Avromatic Loom, Co, Ltn. 

New Zeatanp Tavat ano Loaw Co, Lro. 

Komarr (Trawsvaat) Gounrietos, Lro, 

Tetzeoraraic Cope Vo, Lro. 

Les Cargtzres pe Preraxs Lirwo@rarniquxs pz La Gaaxpe Cuantancer, Lrp, 
L. P. Sywprcate, Lip. 

Wasr Cewreat Banker Seupicate, Lro. 


London Gazetts.—Tusepay, Jan. 3. 


Kast Nowrnawrrowsenrae Burcores’ Ivsveance Oo, Lrn, 
Geeviere James & Co, Lro, 

Beaumont ap Srect Cocosrat awp Foreren Taars Liguttxe Co, Lro. 
Iwoampane Orr Syepicate, Lro. 

Jessow Araxetr & Co, Leo. 

Norrivenam Srarnep Grass Works, Lp, 

Hirecw & Co, Lip, 

M. A. Dewan Lrv. 

Rateron Teapine Co, Lip. 

W«urer any Grosge Mrens, Lr. 

Sroez Estates, Lrp. 

Tysveipe Exotxe Wouxs (Canptrr), Leo. 

Hepp & Courter, Leo. 

Furrp Scrap Parse, Lrv. 

Fa rerw awp Aratoax StoraGe Sywpicare, Lrp. 
Gui ewerrt & Co, Lrp. 

Imps, tat. News Aogxcy, Lrp. 

Twomas Gairriras & Co, Lrp. : 
Arricaw Gotp Recovery Co, Lrp (Reconstraction), 
Sours Argtcan Venture Sywpicatz, Lrp. 
Daaxwie Rees Gouw Minise o, Ltp. 
Maycarsrer Awertosaw Rottes Rexx Co, Lrp. 
Lereurow Uroie Co, Lrp. 

Raita Type Setris@ Macuixe Co, Lrp, 
Eusroine, Lrv. 

Batrisa Ecrcratcat Devics Co, Lp. 
Datsy-Wetcu & Co, Lrp. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 
Mesers, Fanupeoraen, Evcis, Eorrrow, Basacn & Co,, at the Mart Freehold 

Residential Estate (see advertisement, tack page, Dec. 17), 

Result of Sale. 
Inrerest 1m Possxssionw anv Lire Povictes. 

Messrs. H. E. Foerzn & Onawrrecp beld their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 922) of the 
above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thursday last, whea 
the following Lots were cold at the prices named, tre total amount realized being 


£1,310. 
ONE-FOURTH INTEREST IN POSSESSION in £13,000... «- Sold £630 








POLICIES OF ASSURANCE — 
For £1,000 ... os <a as ove “ » #590 
For 2a0_.... _ ove ooo £90 


a 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Craim. 
Londcn Gazette.—Farpar, Dec. 28. 
Davies, Taomas, Cwm, nr Rhuddlan, Flint, Farmer Jan 19 Hughes and Another vy 
Da 


vies, Swinfen Eady and Neville, JJ Lloyd, Rhyl 
Dssuixe, Atyzep Joux, Lordship In, Wood Green Jan 20 Dye? and Others v 
Drysdall and Others, Joyce and Eve, JJ Kinder, Lincoln's inn fields 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipar, Dec. 23. 


ALLAN, GEORGE, Broad et pl, Civil Engineer Jan 31 Williams, Chancery In 

BACCHUS, WILLIAM ERNEST, Bournemouth Jan 3¢ Holl yway & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

BARFOOT, AMELIA, Guilton Ash, nr Sandwich, Kent Jan 20 Fielding & Cloke, Sand- 
wich 

RARTER, JANE, Leicester Jan % Wodroffes & Ashby, Great over st 

BEARD, PRANCIS EDWARD, Cradley, Herefor! Fen6 Flax & Co. East Indiaav 

BLUM, MICHAEL Oscar, Manchester, Leather Goods Merchant Jan 31 Domakin & Co, 
Manchester 

Bow Ler, Josern, Baglawton, Chester Dec 31 HL & W P Reade, Congleton 

BROWNING, MARTANA Alice, Bexhill Jan 14 Pead, Bexhill 

BUTLER, SAMUEL, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Hollow Ware Manufacturer Feb 10 Moore 
& Co, Birm'ngham 

CoopER, ROWLAND BoRRARD Fairford, Gloucester Jan 31 Holt, Argyll pl 

Caps, WILLIAM, Stramshbal), Stafford Jan 2 Hawthorn, Uttoxeter 

Cox, WILLIAM Georos, Brooklands, Windlesham, Surrey Jan7 King & Franckeies, 
Portemouth 

CRAIG, JAMES, Carlton on Trent. Nottingham Feb 3 Hall, Folkestone 

Gooarty. Preren, Birkenhead Jan 20 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 

Hinton, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Dawlish, Devon Jan20 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 

Hinton, LOUISA MARY, Dawlish, Devon Jan 20 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 

Huones, Henry, Stratford rd, Plaistow, Builder Feb7 Worrell & Son, Coleman st 

Hvenes, WILLIAM Holloway, Derby. Baker Jan 28 Heny & Heny, Matlock 

HumPurys, Exnest EDWAuD, Brighton, Barrister at Law Jan 2) Godfree & Godfree 
Brighton 

ICHENHAUSER JULIUS Davip, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park, Art Collector Mari W 
H & A G Herbert, Cork et, Burlington gdns 

JowES, FREDERICK. Birkenhesd Jan 7 Chapman & Brook, Manchester 

LATHAM GERALD. Liverpool, General Broker Jan 81 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

LEACH, MARY Henrietta, Winchester J:n8l1 Weir & Co, London wall 

MINTON, RowEert Josern, Rydon cres, Clerkenwell, Printer’s Traveller Jan 31 Bilott, 
Stratford 

NEWTON, JOSEPH FREDERICK 
Hutchinson, Croydon 

PALMER, CHARLES. Tottenham Court rd Jan 31 Corbin & Co, Bedford row 

PEARSON, ELIZABETH, Wilmslow, Chester Jan 31 Domakin & Co, Manchester 

PRARSON, FREDERICK, Beaton, Lincoln Feb 21 Eagleton & Sons, Chancery In 

PROTHERO, EL'ZaABeTH, Brierley, Hereford Jan14 Robinson & Son. Leominster 

RAMELL, WILLIAM Henry, Deal, Kent Jan?20 Brown & Brown, Deal 

RICHMOND, HENRY, Chaigeley, nr Clitheroe, Lancs Feb 1 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

RICHARDS, THOMAS, Aberdare, Collier Jan 81 ‘Thomas, Aberdare 

Ross, Epwarp, CVO, Shanklin, Isle of Wight Feb 1 Walker, Quality ct, Chancery In 

SANDERS, CLEMENT HENRY, Exeter, Dentist Jan 25 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 

SARNEY, ANNA Bors, Hastings Jan 14 Tucker, Leadenhall st 

SCHOFIELD, SUSANNAH, Bradford Dec 31 Beldon & Ackroyd, Bradford 

RPARKS, CARRIE ELIZABETH, Bognor Jan3i Staffurth, Bognor 

STATHAM, WILLIAM, The Redings. Totteridge Feb4 Wells & Hinds, Nottingham 

TAYLOR, MARY ELIZABETH, Westbury on Irym, Bristol Jan 31 Jacques & Co, Bristol 

TINKER, ROBERT WILLIAM, Manchester Jan 25 Lloyd. Manchester 

TRINDER, Hew ¥Y WILLIAM, Bishops Waltham, Southampton Feb 28 Trinder & Co 
Leadenhall s° 

Urriey, Joun Blackpool, Grocer Jan 23 Butcher, Blackpool 

WARBURTON, ISAAC, Wi'tms'ow, Chester, Grocer Jan 31 Domakin & Co, Manchester 

Woop, ELLEN HARGRAVE, Newton le Willows, Lancaster Febil North & Sons, Leeds 

WINTER. ELIZABETH MAUD, Leamington Spa, Warwick Jan 25 Passman, Leaming 
ton Spa 

WILLIAMS, FANNY ANDERSON, Redland, Bristol Jan 3t Fuller & (Co, Bath 

WILKINSON, RopeERT, Salford, Lancaster, Joiner Jan3i Farrar & Co, Manchester 


Camberwell House, Peckham Jan 21 Rowland & 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 27. 


RATT-MILLS, ERNEST, Great Cornard, Suffolk Jan 3i Druces & Attlee, Bi'liler sq 

BELLoTT, Groner, Luton, Bedford, Hatter Feb7 Gates, Luton 

BerTs, ARABELLA, Seven Kings, Essex Jan 31 Short, Norfolk at 

BURGESS, FRANCES HOLLOWAY, St Jamesrd, Brixton Jan 383i Carr, Great Tower st 

BURNETT, MARIA MARGARET, Northampton Jan 31 Harris & Harris, Sittingbourne 

Brows, Mary Uastings Febl Chaliader & Herington, Hastings 

BROWNING, Epwin, Fishponds, Bristol Jan 8 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 

OOCKBURN, WILLIAM, Richmond Mar 25 fenior & Furbank, Richmond 

Cowrk, WILLIAM CLARK, Blaekheath Jan 31 Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 

CurtTinG, WALTER, Kidderpore gins, Hampstead, Advertising Agent Feb1 Chapman, 
Bloomsbury sq 

PENT, Rev JonN Consett, Durham Jani18 Watson & Co, Barnard Castle 

FisHen, Miss MILLISSENT ELLEN, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Jan 30 Arthy & Fisher, 
Southend on Sea 

HADFIELD, Josern HvLiey, Matleyv, Chester Feb 1 Hamer, Ashton under Lyne 

Henry, GeonGE, St Leonards on Sea Feb1 Chalinder & Yerington, Hastings 

MACPHERSON, FLORENCE, Sydney pl, Onslow sq Jan 31 Dighton, Cheltenham 

MORRISON, HARGRAV®, Brighton Jan 23 Radford & Frankland, Chancery In 

Peacock, Joun WILson, Arkengarthdale, York, Farmer Jan 13 Watson & Co, 
Barnard Castle 

Potts, Josern, Blackley, nr Manchester, Commercial Traveller Fel) 15 Rusee'l & Co, 
Stockport 

Rees, MARY JANE, Wandsworth Jan 31 Watts, Bristol 


Rurenn, Gronox, Thuristone, nr Penistone, York Feb 1 Dranafield & Hodgkinson, 
euasncor, ELIZABETH CHARLOTTE, Barking rd, Plaistow Jan 3 Wilson & Son, Basing- 


SHACKLE, Sewane Hinps, Hayes, Middlesex Jan 30 Hepburn, Chancery 
SHARWOOD, MARY EL1za, Camden rd Jan30 Freeman & Son, at, = 8q 
THORNTON, THOMAS, Golcar, nr Hiddersfield, Joiner Dec 31 Ow Bailey, Hudders- 


fleld 
WILLIAMS, ALBERT, Hammersmith Jan 31 Arnold & Cubison, Old Jewry 


London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Dec. 30. 


ALEXANDER, BERNHARD CALMAN, Didsbury, Manchester, Merchant Feb1l1 Boote & 
Co, Manchester 

BIRCH, CHRISTOPHER ARGYLE, Southampton, Engineer Feb 4 Bailey, jun, Newport, 
I of 

CTIAMBERS, FLORENCE, King’s Heath, Worcester Feb1 Baildon & Co, Birmingham 

CHURCHILL, EpwIn JOHN, Agar st, Strand,Gunmaker Jan 30 Giddins, Sherborne In 

Dewpngy, MARY JANE, Horsham, Sussex Jan 2s Eager, Carfax, Horsham 

DOUBLEDAY, Ropert, Colsterworth, Lincoln, Butch r Mar 1 Thompson & Sons 
Grantham 

GARNETT, JAMES, Monk Coniston, Lancaster, Farmer Jan 31 Gatey & Son, Ambleside 

HENNIKER, EDMUND COLLINGWOOD, Hayter rd, Brixton Hill Feb 10 Slaughter & May, 
Austin Friars 

Herywoop, MARY LovutsaA, Bath Feb1 Mather & Son, Liverpool 

HINTON, JaN® APPLEBER, Egremont, Chester March 23 Whiteford & Bennett, 
Piymouth 

HoOMFRAY, HENRIETTA, Malvern, Worcester Feb1 Ivens & Co. Kidderminster 

HUGHES, ALEXANDER, Liverp» 1, Mineral Water Manufacturer Feb1 Cooke, Liverpool 

James, WALTER HILL, Fleet, Lincoln Jan3l James & Snow, Exeter 

Jon, WILLIAM, Saint Day, Cornwall Febl Kaye, Ludgate hill 

JONES, FREDERICK Isaac, Maida Vale Jan 30 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury 
circus 

JossPpH, Major GREVILLE EDMUND, No.-thumberlandavy Jan25 Wild & Collins, Trump 
st, King st 

KING, ALFRED, Willes rd, Kentish Town, Surveyor Jan 31 Burton & Co, Surrey st, 
Victoria Embankment 

LEVEY, CHARL¥YS ERNEST, Clacton on Sea Jan 31 White, Clacton on Sea 

MILLARD, JOHN CHURCHILL, Olveston, Gloucester Feb 1 Crossman & Co, Thornbury, 
Glos 

MILLER, WILLIAM PAIN, Cambridge Feb 16 Eaden & Co, Cambridze 

MORGAN, THOMAS, Tynemouth, Nurthamberland Jan 31 Coop-r & Goodger, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

OLIVER, The Hon RICHARD, Collingham edns Feb15 Janson & Co, College hill 

OWEN, SUSAN ALICE, Cromwell rd Jan 30 Withera & Co, Arundel st 

PRoBYN, ALFRED. Seven Sisters rd, Finsbury Park Jan 31 Probyn, 202, Essex st 

Setway, James, Bristol, Commercial Traveller Jan 3t Perham &S8ons, Bristol 

SILLAR, WILLIAM CAMERON, Blackheath Feb 14 Davidson & Morriss Queen 
Victoria st 

TWYFORD, ELIZABETH CATHRINE, Peadleton, Salford March 25 Hewitt & Son, Man 
chester 

WILLIAMS, ARTHUR HvuGGARD, Chiswick Feb 1 Cran, New Broad st 

WILTSHIRE, ELIZA EMMA, Newport, Barnstaple, Devon Feb4 Hopper, Barntaple 

WILTSHIRE, RICHARD PKOWTING, Barnstaple, Levon Feb 4 Hopper, Barnstaple 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan 3, 


ADLER, Rev SOLOMON ALFRED, Bournemouth Jan 31 Adler &+|Perowne, Copt- 
hallav 

ALCHORNE, Jonyx, Uckfield, Sussex Jan 31 Dawson & Hart, Uckfield 

Amy, WILLIAM VINCENT, Landport, Portsmouth, Photographer Feb 15 Cousins & 
Burbidge, Portsmouth 

BACKHOUSE. HANNAH. Nottingham Feb14 Alcock, Mansfield 

BALL, JoserH, New Whittington, Derby Feb 25 Stanton & Walker, Chesterfield 


, BALL, Rosert Henry WALKER, Lichfield, Ale and Stout Merchant Feb1 Russell & 


"Son, Lichfi-ld 

BODDINGTON, RiGINALD STEWART, Worthing Feb15 Vincent, Ryde 

BRADSHAW, SARAH MARIA, Arnside, Westmorland Feb1 Batty & Co, Manchester 

BULL. THOMAS, Bedford, JP Feb4 Tebbs & Son, Bedford 

CHORLTON. ELLEN, Hyde, Chester Janil Smith & Sons, Hyde 

CosHaM, Exseer, Great Ormond st, Actor Jan 26 Moon & Co, Lin>oln’s inn flelds 

FITZPATRICK, ANN ELIZ\BETH, Torquay Jan 24 Carter & Fisher, Torquay 

GILL, DAvip, Weston super Mare Feb 1 Smith & Sons, Weston super Mire 

GoOVER, CHARLES, Milton Abbey, Dorset, Coachman Feb 2 Castleman & Co, Bland- 
ford 

GRAY, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Hong Kong, Insurance Agent Feb 3 Francis & Crook- 
enden, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

HALL, CHARLES TEST, Polegate, Sussex, Insurance Broker Jan 28 Harston & Bennett, 
Bishopsgate 

HANNAN. MARY, Ashton under Lyne Jan 14 Bazuley, Ashton under Lyne 

Hart, WILLIAM, Butterwick, nr Sedgefield, Durham, Farmer Jan 3: Lodge, Sedge- 
field, Co Darham 

HorH, ALFRED HENRY, Fosbury Manor, Wilts Feb10 Hasties, Lincoln's ina ficlds 

KERSHAW, ALICE. Rochdale Feb1t4 Chadwick. Rochdale 

LANCASTER. ELIZABETH, Leeds F-b1 Lamb, Leeds 

Lex, THomas, Leeds Feb10 Ford & Warren, Leeds 

LorD, ABRAHAM, Middleton, Lancs Jan 31 Booth & Sons, Oldham 

MAKEY, JOHN KIRKBY, Lincoln Feb14 Sergeant, Alford 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGAT!S STERIET, LONDON, B.C. 
eectempemmnsesd in saneiated 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— 


LICENSED PROPERTY. 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been cond 
direction aro supervision of the BE aaeaaae 


| ; SPECIALISTS IN ALL 


UCENSING MATTERS. sy | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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MascALL, JOHN, Stansted Mountfitchet, Essex, Butcher Jan 16 Gee & Sous, Bishop's 
an “Tewerth, York Feb 14 Weatherhead & Knowles, Bingley 


LAND, JOHS BROGDEN, Beckenham, Kent Feb 14 
REYNOLDS, SAMUBL, South bn Weald 
SULVER, Ems, — Jan 31 ‘aac Collins, R 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gagette.—Faivax, Dec. 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Boss, Atrarp Janes, Chiswick, Builder High Court | 
“a ian ~ Somerset, Butcher Bridg- 
water Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 


Crowsuaw, eee. Ansdell, Lancaster Preston Pet 
Dec 13 Ord Dee 23 


Dicxensox, Ricaagp Hirouass, ge tte Lancaster, | Qeseant, Ronent Tuenne, Meergete st Jan 19 at 11| 


Publcan Preston Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 23 


Euiov, Ex1as Staviou, Beresford st, Camberwell, Tobacco | 


Manufacturer High Court Pet Ike 5 Ord Dec 2% 


Isaac, v L, Mount st High Court Pet Aug 31 Ord | 


Lams, Watres Groror, East Ham, Essex, Builders’ Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Dec12 Ord Dec 28 

Laany, Witutam, Whitechapel, Beerhouse Keeper High 
Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Luxpsay, C Conyers, Clifton villas, Maida Vale High 
Court Pet Dee 8 Ord Dec 28 


Meaxix, Hanny Rowianp, Margaret st, Regent st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Nov 18 Ord Dec 28 

+ Laura Puese, Birmingham Birmingham Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Dec 23 


Patuen, BAY All Saints rd, Westbourne i Credit | 
D Dec 2 | 


High Court Pet Decl4 Ord 


Parkes, Faancis, Carlton aoe & Regent st, Bolicitor High 


Court Pet Nov18 Ord 
Quieter, Ropert + Moorgate st High Court Pet 
Novs Ord 


SILVERA oe Manchester, Shippers Manchester Pet 
9 


ra Deo 22 


Bryan, Groncs i Elgioa av, Maida Vale, Manufac- | 
Dec 22 | Frasx, Gerona, Tinchy = Tobacconist High Court | 


turing Agent High Court Pet Dec 22 (a 


Amended notice substituted for that eames in the 
Lonoon Gazette of Dec 23 : 


ester Ord Dec7 Ord Dec 2 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atrwoop, Lage —- Worcester, Baker Jan 9 at | 
12 Rusk Corp tion st, Birm;ngham 
Browers, Seanence Geusen Gorleston, pl 
Jan 7 at 12 Oft Rec,8, King st, Norwich 

Borat, Bersamix, North Willingham, Lincs, Farmer 
Jon 7at12 Off Ree, 10. Bank st, Lincoln 

Bovey, Atraep James, Chiswick, Builder Jan 9 at 11 
a Carey st 

Eusov, Extas Sraviou, Beresford st, Camberwell, Tobacco 
Manuf cturer Jan 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
arey st 

Gazex, Bentraxp Hanrier, Barnsley, —? Draper 
Jan9at 2 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsl 

Garex, Many Haxwan, Barnsley Jan 9 at 1.30 Off Rec 

it et, Barnley 


Hoeurs, Grorrary, Mobberley, Gate, Dental Surgeon | 
Manch | 





ingham, Perambulator Manufacturers Jan 9 at 

11.30 ‘Raskin chmbrs, 191, aoe st, Birmingham 

Heerzr, Eaxrst Gronos, Great rlow, Coal Merchant 
Jan 7 at 12.30 1, Bt Aldate st, Oxford 

Homparry, Groner, ‘Chetham, Licensed Victualler Jan7 
atl2 Off Ree, 1, 8t Aldate st, Oxford 

Teaac, wa Mount st Jan 11 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, | 


Janvis, 7 Stone Cross Inn, nr West Bromwich, 
Victualler Jan 9 at 12.30 Ruskia chmbrs, 
191, Corporation st, yy 
Laus, Warten Gaorae, East Essex, Builders’ Mer- | 
chant Jan 10 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


& 
Farmer Febi E F & H Landon, New Broad st 


Y, Harrogate, Yor ‘s Assistant Jan 30 Topham, Harrogate 
STEPHENS, WILLIAM, Tamerton Foliott, Doves Feb 21 Watts & Uo, Plymouth 


Buckingham gate 


Co, Ironmonger In 
Gresham 8t 








Leary, WiLu1AM, New rd, Whitechapel, Beerhouse Keeper 
| Jan 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, bw at 
tx psay, C Conyrrs, Clifton villas, Maida Vale Jan 13 
at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Ma.terr, Joay, and Axprew Sovran, Lowest St, Fish 
} Merchants Jan 7 at 4 ; St Ree, 8, Kies st, Norwich 
| Meaxtx, Hagsry Rowtayp. st, Regent a Bolici- 
tor Jan 13 at 12 Denkre mn ' 
Mitta, James, Otley, ~~ —*, er. by 2 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ips 


PALmer, ARTHUR, All Saints 4 , Park, Credit | 


Draper Jan l0at1l Badkruptey bidgr, Carey st 
| Parkes, Francis, Carlton House, Regent st, Solicitor 
Jan 12 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


engine Wiles, Cover st 
| Semorigtp, Jom~ Epwis, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
Jan 7 at il off Ree, 
Grimsby 


| , Byrom st, Mancheste: 
Sryar, Groror NaTuas, Elgin av, Maida Vale, Manufac- 
turing Agent 
Carey st 


| Timprtt, 3 James, Tollerton, York, Innkeeper Jan 9 | 
at3 


e Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Twrae, Ad... Fesuhese, Worcester, Fruit Grower Jan 
9 at 11.80 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
| Yorer, Niert Wrernorre, Brighton Jan 12 at 10,30 
Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bovey, Atraep James, Cornwall mews, Gloucester rd, 
Kensington, Builder High Court Pet Dec 23 Ord 


Dee 23 
| Curry, Water, Middlezoy, p, Sepeaat, Butcher Bridg 
water Pet Dec 28 


Pet Nov 10 

Gorpsurc, Burwett, Avenue >. Bloomsbury sq 
High Court Pet Septi2 Ord Dec 2 

Leary, Wiii1am, New rd, Whitechapel, — Keeper 
High Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 


Pet Nov18 Ord Dee 


Salford Pet Vec 21 Ord D-c 
| Sxu ppeR, Jon ARMSTRONG, Destieed, Kent, Coach Wheel- 
wright Greenwich Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec 23 
Sryer, ~~ -*- Nartsas, Elgin av, Maida Vale, Manu- 


London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Jan. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BEARDSLEY, WILLIAM, Ilkeston, Derby, Miner Derby 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

| COOPER, HENRY STANLEY, Manchester, Solicitor Man. 

| chester Pet Nov9 Ord Dec 29 


Portsmouth Pet Dec 29 Ord Dc 29 


Leeds Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 80 

DICKMAN, MARGARET ELEANOR, Not'ingham, Mill ner 
Nottingham Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

| Bowanse, FRANK, Melksham, Wilts, Fishmong.r Bath 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

FLETCHER, ALFRED Sanson, Villiers st, 
Pet Dec 2) Ord Dee 29 





High Court 


| HAMMETT, JOHN, Finchley rd, Milliner High Court | 


Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 
HUNTER, E 5 Gather @ upon Trym, nr Bristol Bristol 
Pet Oct 25 Ord Dec 30 





20ist Year. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 





\ 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROF.TS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Capegd (rom Peicy dated 1 


Law Courts Branch : 


40, CHANCERY LANE, 


BURGLARY, 
PLATE GLASS. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
Ww.c. 


4. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


WEsTcoTT, EMM, Beauclerc rd, Shepherd's 


| Isaacs, CHARLES, Leeds Leeds 


St Mary’s chmbrs, Great | 


Sirvera & Co, Manchester, higgers Jan 9 at 3 Off SMITH, JoHN WILLIAM, a Builder Leloester Pet 


Jan 10 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, | 


| Ovex, Orno, New Bond _ Club Proprietor High Court | 


facturing Agent High Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 | 


Hawxis Jaurs Cuirrorp, and Hexry Hawxrys, Nechells, | Davis, JOHN Forster, Portchester, Licensed Victua'ler 
DE MACEDO, JOACHIM ANTONIO, Leeds, Wine Merchant | 
| > 





SICKNESS and DISEASE, | 


THOMPSON, GEORGE, Felixstowe Jan 8I Snow & Co, Great St Th mas Apostle 
WARTNEY. WILLIAM WADE, Northampton, Solicitor Feb 2 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, 


Bush Jan 81 Micklem & Holiiugworth, 


WILLIAMS, JOHN, Cosham, Hants, Auctioneer Feb 14 Way & Son, Portsmouth 
| WoopROOFs, ARTHUR, Bredbury, Chester Jan i8 Smith & Sons, Hyd de 
‘ Youne, Frances HayYwakD, Lymingt n, Southampton 


Fed 18 Pit*eld, Petworth 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 

Kanay, Lovis Moss. Gore ra, Victoria Park High Court 
vet Nov17 O:d Dec 30 

LEIGH, ALPERT, Ilkeston, Derby, Theatre Proprietor 
Derby Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 29 

MOCAIG, ANDREW, —- Draper Barrow in Furness 
Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 2 

MERRALL, EDGAR, Keighley, Yorks, Boot Maker Bradford 
Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 

PEACHEY, ARTHUR, Mildenhall, S8uffolk,Labourer Bury 
St Kdmunds Pet Dec 29 

PENMAN, WILLIAM JOHN, Gateshead, Plumber Newcastle 
upon Tyne Pet Dec ‘29 Ord Dec 31 

PRESTON, WILLIAM LYLE, Ystradgyniais, Brecon, Builder 
Neath Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

PRocTOR, MosEs, Belchford, Lincoln, Fishmonger Lincoln 
Pet Dec 30 (rd Dec 30 

ROBINSON, ERBERT JOHN CHARLES, 
Farmer Northampton Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec : 


Nort nemptcn, 


Dec 22 Ord Dec 

Strock, WILLIAM, a Coal Merchant Northamp- 
ton Pet Dec 30 Ord vec 30 

SWANSON, ALEXANDER PAUL, Liverpool, Surgeon Liver- 
pool Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

TATCHELL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Wareham, Dorset, 
Commercial Traveller Poole Pet Dec29 Ord Dec 29 


| WELLICOME, JOHN WHEELER, Chalfont St Peters, Bucks, 


Plumber Aylesbury Pet Dec 31 Ord Deo 31 
Wuirs, THOMAS, jun, Leeds, Chemist Leeds Pet Dec 31 
Ord Dee 31 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| BARRETT, V WiLLovGHBy, Sevenoaks, Assistant School 


master Jan llat 12 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, 
brighton 


| BROWN, WILLIAM, Tredegar, Colliery Fireman Jan 11 at 


11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

CHINN, WALTER, Middlezoy, Somerset, Butcher Jan 11 
at 1145 Off Rec, 26, Baidwin st, Bristol 

Davis, JOHN ForsTER, Por.chester, Hants, Licensed 
Victualler Jan 1z at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge june, 
High st, Portsmouth 

DE MACEDO, JOACHIM ANTONIO, Leeds, Wine Merchant 
Jan ll at il wf Reo, 24, Bond st, Leeds 


| Pewwiatt, Hervert, + or cplates and Decorator | DICKINSON, RICHARD HITOHEN, Higher Walton, Lancs, Pab- 


lican Jan 13 at 10.15 Off Rec, 13, Winckiey st, Preston 


| DICKMAN, MARGARRKT ELEANOR, Nottingham, Milliner 


Jan ll ats’ Off Re>, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


| EDWARDS, DAViD, Penrice, Glam, Baker Jan il at 11 Off 


Rec, Government bidgs, St M ry's st, Sw nsea 

FARR JOSEPH FREDERICK, St A bana, Herts, Hay Dealer 
Jan llat3 14, Bedford row 

FLETCHER, ALFRED BARTON, Villiers st Jan 12 at 12 
Baukroptcy bidgs, Care st 

GARRATT, PEROY CORNELIUS, Covent y, Mechanic Ja 11 
at 11.30 Off Kec, 4, Castie pl, Park st, Nottingham 

GOODFELLOW, Epwin, Lincoln rd, Ponder’, End, Carter 
Jan llatily 14, Bedford row 

GREENBAUM, LEWIs, Dariington, Travelling Draper Jan 
llat 8 Off Rec, Court chmbra, Albert rd, Middiles- 
brough 

HAMMETT, JoHN, Finchley rd, Milliner Jan 11 at 12.30 
Bankfuptey bidgs, Carey st 

 RicharD JOHN, Grantham, Optician Jan 11 at 

12 Off Rec, 4, Vastie pl, Park st, Nottingham 

mesoanert. VAN, Evercreech, Somerset, Dairyman Jan 
11 at11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin et, Bristol 

HOULGRAVE, HARRY, Grantham, Engineers’ Clerk Jan il 
atilz.3u Off Ree, a, Castle pl, Park st, Notsingham 

IDLE, SYKES. and WILLIE SAVILLE, Bradford, Plasterers 
Jan izat il Off Red, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

ISAACS, CHARLES, Leeds Jan 11 at 11.30 Off Rec, 2% 
Kond st, Leeds 

Ja00BS, EZEKIEL GroRGE, Kinpgsion upon Hull, Coufec- 
tioner Jan llatil Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimaby 

KAHAN, Loois Moses, Gore rd, Victoria Park Jan 13 at 
1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LLoyp Patcs, HENRY HeReent, Hertford, Surgeon Jan 
12atlz 14, Bedfurd row 


| McCaiIc, ANDREW, Ulverston, Draper Jan 11 at 3 Off 


Rec, 16, Cornwallis at, Barrow in Furness 

Mroson & Co, A B, Liverpool Jan 12 at 12 Off Rec, 
85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

MERRALL, Ep@ak, Keighley, Bootmaker Jan l2atll Off 
Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradtord 


| MoopY, JAMES HAWKE, Port Talbot, Glam, Photographer 


Jan 12atil Off Rec, Government bidgs, 5t Mary's 
st, Swansea 


| PARSONS, JOHN BRAY, Plymouth, General Dealer Jan 11 


at 3.30 7, Buckley ter, Plymouth 

PRESTON, WILLIAM LYLE, Yatradgynlais, Brecon, Builder 
Jan 13 atll Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's at, 
Swansea 

Prick, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Manufacturers’ Manager Jan 
lvatili Of Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Proctor, Mosgs, Belchford, Lincs, Fishmonger Jan 12 at 12 
Off Rec, 10, Batik st, Lincoln 

RoBINson, EDMUND, Morecambe, Fruit Salesman Jan 13 
at10 Off Kec, 13, Winekley st, Preston 

SHARDLOW, FREDERICK, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler, 
Janléatil Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
ham 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Jan, 7, 1911, 








Surrn, Joun WILLIAM, Leicester, Builder Jan ll at3 Off 
Rec, 1, Berridge at, Leicester 


Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

SPInKS, MARY ANN, Nottingham, Grocer Jan 11 at il 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pi, Park st, Nottingham 

TATCHELL, FREDERICK WILLUM, Wareham, Dorset, Com- 
mercial Traveller Jan 13 at 10.30 100, High st, Poole 

TAYLEOR, AGueSs ELizapeTH, Ludlow, Salop, Milliacr 
Jao ll at 1245 2, Offa st, Hereford 

WIDLAEK, FREDERICK, Swansea, Dock Labourer Jan 11 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mury st 
Swansea 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

BEARDSLEY, WILLIAM, Ilkeston, Miner 
Pet Dec 3) Ord Dee 30 

Davis, Joun Forster, Portchester, Hants, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Portsmouth Vet Dec 29 Ord Deo x 

DE St LAURPNT, E J SEVILLE, Mortlake, Surrey, Analy- 
tical Chemist Wandsworth Pet Oct 19 Ord Dec 


Derby, Derby 


31 

Dickinson, RitcHARD HitcneN, Higher Walton, nr 
Preston, Publican Preston Pet Dec 18 Ord Dee 30 

DICKMAN, MARGARET ELEANOR, Nottingham, Milliner 
Nottingham Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec vw 

EDWARDS, FRANK, Melksham, Wilts, Fishmonger 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec % 

FLETCHER, ALFRED BaRTON, Villiers st 
Dec 29 urd Dec 2 

GoopreLLow, Epwix, Lincoln rd, Ponders End, 
Edmonton Pet Sept 15 Ord Dec 29 

GREES, BERTRAND HARTLEY, oe ‘Travelling Draper 
Barnsley Pet Dec 56 Ord Dec 2 

HARWOOD, GILBERT WILLIAM, Chestuat gr, Balham, Florist 
Wandsworth Pet Dec 7 ‘Ord Dee 31 

itnp, ALPaAED James. Gateshead, Licensed Victualler 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Decl? Ord Dec 29 

144 408, CHARLES, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec 30 Ord ‘Dec 30 

\BRRALL, Eveask, Keighley, Boot Maker Bradford Pet 
Dec 20 Ord Dec 29 

MIfoHeLL, Percy Little, Mitcham, Surrey, 
Croydon Pet Nov 16 Ord Dec 29 

MOUNT, KRRGINALD CROOK, Bracknell, a, 
Director Windsor Pet Nov 3 Ord Dec 

MULLETT, LaURA Puss, Birmingham, ieee 
bam Pet Dec 2l Ord Dec 30 

PRACHEY, ARTHUR, Mildenhall, Saffolk, Labourer 
St Edmusds Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 

Proctor, Moszs, Belchford, Messin, Fishmonger Lin. 
cola Pet Dec 30 Ord Deo & 
ROBINSON, HERBERT JoHN C ARLES, Northampton, 
mer Northampton Pet Dec 29 Ord Deo 29 
Surrh, Joun WILLIAM, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 29 

Srock, WILLIAM, Kettering, Coal Merchant 
ton Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 80 

TeTCHELL, FREDERICK WILLIAM Wareham, Dorset 
Commercial Traveller Poole Pet Dec 29 Ord De:2) 

WELLICOME, JoHN WHEELER, Chalfont St Peters, Bucks, 
Piumber Aylesbury Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

W HEATER, FREDERICKR WILLIiM TURTON, Searbor ugh, 
Fruiterer Scarborough Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 30 

Wuirk, THOMAS, jun, Hunslet, Chemist 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 


REEHOLD GROUND RENTS Wanted, 
secured upon Properties of « higher clase than the 
neual Saburban vill+s, and in collections of not less than 


Bath 
High Court Pe 


Carter 


Builder 
Sorat 

Birming- 
Bury 


Far 
Pet 


Northamp 


Leeds, Leeds 





£100 per annum preferred; fuad of £20,000 avail able.— | 
Moor- | 


Particulars to Dexrezn, Box 211, c/o Smith's, 51, 
gate-street, B.C 





BSOLUTELY SAFE 64 per cent, In- | 


adoa vestment for the Sum of £8,250.—Two fine new 
houses (leases 75 years) in magnificent locality; near 


Cavendish-square; let on long repairing leases to first- | 


class tenants, 
Box 439, c/o Ju 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LimiTeD. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, Books | 
OF REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, 
&c., ac. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 
FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 

ASKELYNE AND DEVANT'S 


MYSTERIES, 8+. George's Hall, ye 
W. Daily “> and & £3,000 Psycho, New M 1 


poeteeee £640 net per annum,—Write, 
s, 6, Queen Victoria-street, E.C, 








Scarab, The Maacot Moth, The Tittle 


Problems, 
Ohantecler, The Cones of Oonfasion, and Beau Brocade. 
Seate le. to bs. 


h ADAME TUmAUD's 8 EXHIBITION.— 
AN LINOIDENT in TH THE & SOUTH ere Pea | 
® Lifelike Po: of Lieut. BE. H. SHACKLE: 

i PLiont «lifelike Portrait 


= — the monoplane used iy hint, COU COUNT if ZEPPELIN, 


¢ am, till 10 p.m, 





| Original Society. 


SOWRAY, JoHy. Boroaghbridge, Yorks, Farmer Jan i2at12 | 


THE 


GUARANTEE 


SOCIETY. 


Chancery, Probate (Administration) | 
Lunacy, Bankruptcy (Trustees, &c.), 
Bonds issued at favourable Rates. 


Office: 








MAPLE & CO 


LIMITED 


FAMOUS ALL THE 
WORLD OVER 


FOR 


EASY CHAIRS 


Booklet Free 


BUENOS AIRES 
PARIS 


LONDON 











Founded 1840, 


19, Birchin Lane, LONDON. | 


NORTHERN 


ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 
ESTABLISIIED 1836. 
FIRE. LIFE. 
BURGLARY. ACCIDENT, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 








Accumulated Funds (1909) £7,436,000, 


LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 


10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ASTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
and Funded 


Life 
perty or other i 





LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be 
My a. CLAYTON, 
H. CLAYTON, 


Joint 
Secretaries, 





‘SHAWS’ TITHE TABLES 


Shewing at a glance the yearly and half-yearly 
values of any Jithe Rentcharge from 1d, upwaros 
for the year 1911, with other Tables and Summary 
of Law as to Collection, Redemption ani 
Merger vf Tithe Rentcharge. 
By P. W. MILLARD, LL.B., F.S.S., 
Of he Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
In succession to the late G. H. TAYLOR 
SHAW and SONS, Ferree Layk, Lonpon, E.C. 
14., 76th yerr of publicition. 


Price 1s. post free. 





Just published, Second Edition, revised and largely . 
rewritten. Price 10s. 6d. net. 


THE LAW RELATING TO THE RECON- 
STRUCTION AND AMALCAMATION OF 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES TOCETHER 
WITH FORMS AND PRECEDENTS. 


| By PAUL FREDERICK SIMONSON,M.A.,Barrister-at- — 


| London: Evrrrenaw Witson,54, Threadneedle-street, E. 
fe Sweer & Maxwett, ‘Leo. ,3, Chancery Lane, W. ¢ 


FOR SALE.—Some Cheap Sets of 
| THE LAW REPORTS—Complete. 


1879 to 1809, 165 vols., good fall calf, office pattern .. £45 

1885 :0 1906, 157 vols., good half calf (twostyles) .. £47 

1885 to 1907, 171 vols.. excellent cloth-buckram .. &67 
Also 1891 to 1901, £25 ; 1885 to 1804, £19. 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, LTD. 


57, CAREY STREET, CHANCERY LANE, W.C._ 








Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MARY, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVBB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 


| CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


‘Vy also No. 3, Vol. 63, 1907, of the Sourcrrons’ 
oy 6d. will be paid for each copy of the above at 
ffice. 











JANTED, Nos. 3, 4, and 6, Vol. 51, 1906 | 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and 
Text-books always on Sale. 


Libraries Valued or Purchased. 


3, Bream’s Buildings, Chancery Lane, E.C. 


BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality oaly. 
Sold everywhere. 





| BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 











